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The COMMITTEE appointed to take into consideration the 
Affairs of The Grand and Rotal Canal Companies, and 
the State of Inland Navigation in Ireland-, and to whom 
the several Reports and Papers, which have been presented to 
The House, since the year 1809, relative to That subject ; and 
also, the Petitions from Cashel, Kilkenny, Tipperary, Clonmdl, 
Templemore, and Slieve, &c. were referred ; and who were directed 
to report the same, together with Their Observations thereupon, 
to The House; and also the Minutes of the Evidence taken 
before Them;— Have made a progress in the Matters to them 
referred; and agreed upon the following REPORT; 



^OUR Committee, upon a review of the subject they were directed ta 
T? p° nS ‘ de I’ de , term,ned to W'J ‘heir earliest attention to the Affairs of 
The Royal Canal ■ as, from the consideration of that subject, Your Committee 
were of opinion, that it would be their duty to recommend legislative me" 
nres relatwe to that Company, they were unwilling to protrac? their Report 
to a later period of the Session. 1 ort 

They feared, that if the decision of Parliament on that question were any 
longer delayed, the uncertain prospects, and the distressed condition of the 
Creditors of that Company, might lead to speculations ultimately most in- 
junous to their interest. - in 

It appeared likewise most desirable, that the earliest and most effectual in- 
est gatmn should take place, idto the conduct of those, who directed the affairs 
of the Company durmg transactions which have materially contributed to 
Hteir present embarrassments, and are liable to the strongest suspicions ; and it 
was to be apprehended that any additional delay might have interposed new 
(hfficulties m the way of tins enquiry; Your Committee have therefore de- 
termined, with the leave of The House, to make a separate and immediate 
Keport upon these subjects. 

add n te a rR S e„ b „ e i° re T! ,e H ° USe the State ° f ** fee appears little to 

add to a Report, on their situation, presented to the House in i S 1 1 . 

At that time the Income of the Company for the preceding year amounted to 
£ . [ ’’° 2 4 -> of "hich £ 10, 893. 6s. were necessarily appropriated to the 
maintenance and charges of the works, and the support' of tteir establishment 
and that no more than £.413^ s . 6 d. remained to provide for a Debt the 
annual interest of which „£. 45,624. ,0 r. besides an annuity of £. Jo . 

The Principal of the debt amounts 10X842,550. ; .he sum of ,£.405,610 qs 
has been applied to the payment of interest upon the Capital Slock', of divi- 

borrowed^ Same ’ a “ d ° f a " d annuities loans so 

■93. A 2 In 
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FIRST REPORT FROM COMMITTEE 

In the year 1811, the income of the Canal, together with the pipe-water 
rent due, amounted to £. 15,341. gs. 4 id. 

To the debt must be here added a year’s interest, viz. .£.49,624. io*. and 
the sum of £. 200. on account of an annuity to that amount unpaid. 

In the year 1812, from the 1st of January to the 27th of December follow- 
ing, the income of the Canal amounted to .£.12,315. igs. 2d. and the pipe- 
water rent still due to £. 7 12. 6 s. 8 d. 

Another year’s interest of the debt then became due ; and £. 200 more on 
account of an annuity to that amount unpaid. At present there appears, from 
the evidence of Mr.Arabin, to be about £.12,000. in the hands of the 
Company’s Treasurer. 

It should here be remarked, that although the income arising from the Canal 
during the last year appears to have diminished. Your Committee are informed 
that the trade upon it was rapidly increasing; but the aggregate revenue arising 
from it during that period was lessened by the stoppage of the Navigation during 
three months, owing to a breach in the works. Yet, whatever satisfaction it 
may afford in this instance to observe the increasing prosperity of the country, 
and the advantages resulting to it; probably in a great degree from Inland 
Navigation ; there appear no grounds to hope that the affairs of that Company 
can be retrieved, or the works further prosecuted, by any means now within 
their power ; or which, unaided by the Legislature, they can hope to derive 
from their present undertaking. 

With their debt so rapidly accumulating, and the comparatively slow 
progress of their income, even the most sanguine cannot deny their complete 
insolvency. 

The consequences of this failure must, Your Committee apprehend, be 
•severely felt by many, who can little afford to lose any portion of their ordinary 
comforts. 1 he Creditors of the Company are described as persons, in general, 
of very low circumstances; many of them widows and orphans, whose principal 
support has been derived from the interest they have received upon their loan 
debentures; and these, if resting on the security of the present Canal alone, 
can be considered of very little value. 

That an Undertaking of this nature, accomplished in a great degree at the 
expense of individuals, originally sanctioned by the Legislature, and repeated 
by the Directors General of Inland Navigation, and producing extensive 
National advantages, should terminate in the severe distress of many who had 
contributed towards it, is an event which Your Committee would anxiously 
desire to avert; yet they would feel the greatest difficulty in recommending to 
Parliament any step, by which a precedent might be afforded, for applying 
public money to the relief of individual distress. 

It is to the situation of the Royal Canal, as affording present, and promoting 
future important National advantages, that Your Committee would now 
principally call for the attention and assistance of the Legislature towards the 
re-establishment of its affairs. 

The works of that Navigation commenced in 1789, under the authority of 
an Act of Parliament, and with the encouragement of a £. 60,000. 
Grant, which it appears, together with .£.134,000. Stock subscription, 
it was then sanguinely hoped would have been sufficient to have 
carried it to its proposed termination on the Shannon. Since that 
time further considerable sums of public money have been applied to 
its advancement; and the Canal is now open for trade to Coolnahay, a 
distance of forty-six miles from Dublin, and short of Tarmonbarry only 
twenty-six miles. It was unquestionably the original intention of the Irish 

Legislature, 
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ON INLAND NAVIGATION, IRELAND. 

Legislature, as will appear from the charter of the Company, that the Royal 
Canal should at that place have communication with the Shannon. It 
was under this expectation that the original grant was made ; with the same 
view the subsequent assistance out of the public fund was granted by the 
Directors General to the Company, and a reduction of their Tolls purchased 
to the amount of £. 95,000. 

The great advantages contemplated by the Irish Legislature and Directors 
General, as likely to result from the extension of the Royal Canal to the river 
Shannon, are clearly shewn by the expenditure of public money to aid its 
progress; and the whole of these sums, together with the ,£.95,000 before- 
mentioned, amounting together to £.186,000. have been laid out on the 
works of the Company. Nor are Your Committee inclined to think the benefits 
to be derived from the completion of this Undertaking were overrated. The 
improvement in that part of the country to which the Canal at present affords 
the advantages of water communication with Dublin, is said to be great and 
rapid; yet the views with which it originated are still unaccomplished, and a 
large extent both of public and private property embarked in the works, 
remains comparatively unproductive, while most of the prospects which 
served as inducements to the Undertaking still continue in favour of its 
completion, and are rather sanctioned than contradicted by experience. 
There appears at present no fund whatever for the extension of that Navi- 
gation, except it be afforded by Parliament, and under these circumstances Your 
Committee would feel no hesitation in recommending any reasonable expen- 
diture of Public Money on these objects, and are convinced that in no other 
way would it contribute more largely to the general prosperity. Under this 
impression they anxiously directed their attention to ascertain the line of 
extension which might be most beneficially pursued. The course which 
was in the contemplation of the Irish Legislature, appears to have been nearly 
that lately proposed by the Royal Canal, for the continuation of their Navi- 
gation to the Shannon. To this Your Committee, in the first instance, naturally 
applied their attention ; and, upon a comparison with the other lines suggested, 
an examination into the circumstances of each, and into the probable time 
and expense necessary for their completion, to which in the present situation of 
the Canal, the greatest importance was attached ; and upon a mature consi- 
deration of the pablic and private interests in view. They would strongly 
recommend its adoption. 

The grounds upon which this opinion is formed will be found in the Evi- 
dence annexed to their Report. At the same time it is conceived, not unde- 
sirable shortly to lay before The House, in the course of their present obser- 
vations, the principal prospects of national advantage, which have influenced 
this recommendation. The Royal Canal is at present open to Coolnahay, 
forty-six miles from Dublin. It appears that £.763,617. n s. 3 d. have been 
expended in making it navigable thus far ; the further expense of carrying it 
on the present scale to Tarmonbarry is estimated at £.198,000. while the 
most moderate opinion has represented the income of the Canal as likely to 
double in consequence, and others have far exceeded that computation. 

Your Committee are well aware that former estimates have in general fallen 
considerably short of the necessary expenditure in works of this nature ; but 
they can only observe, that in the present instance every precaution has been 
taken to avoid error. After repeated examinations, the estimate for the Under- 
taking was £. 186,000. ; when Mr. Killaly,an eminent engineer, was directed 
to make another calculation for the same work, in which he states it at 
£.198,000.; and in the accuracy of this opinion he expresses the utmost 
confidence. 

' 9 s . B Your 
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Your Committee have taken the probable expense at the highest compu- 
tation; and they have every reason to hope, that after the additional expe- 
rience which has been attained on these subjects, it will not be exceeded. 

The Shannon is at present passable by boats of light burthen for twenty-seven 
miles north of Tarmonbarry, and according to the calculation and opinion of 
Mr. Killaly, who has attentively surveyed that line, for £. 60,000. such im- 
provements might be made upon the distance at present navigable, and such 
works carried on upon the remaining seven miles to Lough Allen, as would 
establish a regular and certain water communication from thence to Dublin. 
The prospects which the shores of that Lake hold out to commerce, it suffi- 
ciently appears are valuable and extensive, and coal and iron among the 
number, are said to abound in its vicinity. Upon the advantages to be ex- 
pected from affording the benefit of a cheap and secure conveyance to those 
counties which border the Shannon, especially to the westward, in its course 
to Lough Ree, it is needless to expatiate. 

They are rich by nature, and rapidly increasing in agriculture, and afford 
the fairest prospects , under proper encouragement, of contributing hereafter 
largely to supply the wants and increase the prosperity of the Empire. Upon 
a superficial view, it might appear, that the greater part of these objects might 
be attained by completing the river-part of the navigation above mentioned, 
and thus opening water communication with Dublin by the Grand Canal, 
nearly to the same tract of country from Lough Allen southward to 
Tarmonbarry. 

But upon a close examination of the facts and opinions in evidence, Your 
Committee are convinced it will appear otherwise, as well from the circuitous 
nature of the voyage it would require, as the difficulties, delays and dangers 
to be surmounted in passing Lough Ree, which commences a little to the South 
of Tarmonbarry. Two other lines for the extension of the Royal Canal in a 
northerly direction were also suggested, the one departing from it at l'homas- 
town, about thirteen miles short of its present termination, and the other b-ino- 
a continuation of its present course as far as Ballynacarrow, and both having 
for their object, a junction with Loch Erne; the estimate for the one is 
£. 31 1,000. and for the other £. 280,000. But however deserving of future 
encouragement these projects may appear. Your Committee cannoi recommend 
the deserting or deferring the great advantages which the line by Ballymahon to 
Tarmonbarry holds out, with a view to their completion, or that of any other 
line which has been, or which, as far as their enquiries have enabled them to 
judge, can fee submitted for their consideration. 

The objections which the Grand Canal has stated to the proposed Navigation 
by Ballymahon, still formed a necessary and distinct subject of investigation. 
It was represented that the approximation to the Grand Canal at Ballymahon 
was unwarranted by law. That the low rate of tolls agreed upon with the Direc- 
tors General on the rival Canal, would attract the commerce from their Navi- 
gation, and it was to be feared that the Royal Canal Would hereafter join 
the Shannon in Lough Ree, near the mouth of the Irifiy, and thus still more 
materially interfere with their Revenue. The first of these objections to the 
line proposed for the Royal Canal, appears to Your Committee entirely without 
foundation, from reasons Which will be found most fully and satisfactorily stated 
in the remarks of the Directors General upon the Memorial of >the Grand 
Canal Company, printed in the last Report. The fact is, the law on this 
subject only prescribed that a distance of not less than four miles from their 
Navigation should be maintained in the formation of the Royal Canal, beyond 
fourteen miles from Dublin. Yet it has been complained on the. part of that 
Company, that the Royal Canal should approach Ballymahon, which is more 
than ten miles from the termination of the Canal at Athlone, and thirty miles 

from 
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from Shannon harbour, where the Grand Canal opens into the Shannon ; while 
its proposed junction with that river is distant forty miles from Shannon har- 
bour, and twenty from Athlone. 

If Parliament, as Your Committee on other grounds would recommend, 
should consent not srictly to adhere to the reduction of the Tolls purchased 
on the Royal Canal by the Directors General, hut should make that agree- 
ment the subject of future consideration, and of such fair and liberal arrange- 
ment, as may be consistent both with the public and private interests involved 
in it, there would exist no just ground for complaint, or even apprehension on 
the part of the Grand Canal. 

The only injury that Company could then have to fear, would be from that 
fair competition for the Dublin market, or exportation, and for the produce of 
the country between their navigation and the Royal Canal, which Your 
Committee, so far from regretting, would gladly encourage. 

Should The House thus far adopt the views which they have recommended 
and determine upon completing the Royal Canal to Tarmonbarry, they would 
gladly submit to the generosity of Parliament the application of its future 
revenues to the relief and reimbursement of those, whose propdrtydrad been 
instrumental in carrying it to its present extent, and who had not been im- 
plicated in those transactions which led to its failure. But under no circum- 
stances can Your Committee recommend, that the employment of any sums of 
money to be granted for the purposes before mentioned, should be entrusted to 
men, who, as a body, have so misconducted themselves as the Royal Canal 
Company have done ; or even that they should be permitted to continue in the 
management of its concerns. 

They appear to have already violated the most essential provisions of their 
charter, and of the regulations which they had founded upon it. For a more 
detailed explanation of the various instances of this nature, and of the most 
unwarrantable practices and expedients resorted to by their Directors, Your 
Committee beg leave to refer to the Report of 1811, and the Evidence 
annexed to it. 

The Company is completely insolvent ; they have little or no interest in the 
Canal, as all that it can in its present state produce, must be considered as 
the property of their creditors. 

Your Committee, upon a reference to the Opinion, subjoined to this Report* 
are convinced that no ordinary proceeding at law, or in equity, could speedily 
or effectually relieve that body, or beneficially provide for the future manage- 
ment of the Canal ; and under all these circumstances, they beg leave to express 
their strongest opinion, that as a preliminary step to any measure of relief, the 
Charter of the Royal Canal Company should be declared by the Legislature 
to be forfeited. 

It appears to Your Committee most desirable that no delay should then 
take place in prosecuting the works proposed towards the Shannon, not only 
with the view of extending the advantages of Inland Navigation, but of 
making the present extent of Canal infinitely more useful and productive. 
As a considerable time must necessarily elapse before any permanent Com- 
pany would be established, for those objects, Your Committee would recom- 
mend, that the prosecution of the works, the receipt of the revenue, and the 
management and preservation of the concerns of the Royal Canal, should be 
entrusted for the present to the Directors General, with such powers as may 
be necessary for the purpose. With a view to the future management of the 
Royal Canal with the greatest public advantage, and also to the most effectual 
relief of those who have suffered in the present Undertaking, Your Committee 
would recommend the formation of a new Company hereafter, principally to 

consist 
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consist of those who have just claims on the present navigation, and the inves- 
titure of the concern in their hands. From the exertion of a body actuated 
by a sense of their own interest, to watch over its affairs, to take advantage 
of all prospects of future benefit that circumstances may hold out, and under 
such regulations of controul as the wisdom of Parliament may suggest, would 
be derived the fairest expectations for the promotion of the public, as well as 
the private interests in question. 

For the just distribution of shares in the new Company among the numerous 
individuals involved in the present consideration, many preliminary enquiries 
would be necessary ; which Your Committee are of opinion can alone effectually 
be prosecuted by Commissioners appointed for the purpose, with adequate 
powers, and sitting in Dublin. 

Among the leading objects of these enquiries, they should be directed to 
consider the strictest investigation into the conduct of those transactions which 
still justify the heaviest suspicions of individual delinquency. 

In the Examination they have instituted, and the recommendation they 
have given. Your Committee hope they have thus far fulfilled the intentions 
of The House relative to the Royal Canal ; and they trust, the result of the 
Measure they have last pointed out, may be such, as either to clear up the strong 
suspicions which now attach to the conduct of individuals in the Company, or 
to answer the ends of public justice. 

ii May 1813. 



MINUTES 
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Martis, 16 0 die M'artij, 1813. 

The EARL OF DESART in The Chair. 



Henry Arabin , Esquire, called in, and Examined. 

W ILL you state your situation with the Royal Canal Company ?— I am Henry Arabin, 
appointed here as agent to manage the defence of the company; and I Es 1- 

have brought the corporation books, to show the state of the company, and to ' 

o ffer to the Committee the excuses they have to make for the conduct that has 
been attributed to them. 

Are you a proprietor of the Royal Canal Company ? — I am a proprietor of 
1,200/. stock ; I was a proprietor of 300/. only, till very lately. 

Were you an original proprietor ? — Yes ; my name is in the petition for the 
charter as one of the members of the company; I subscribed 600 1. scrip, and 
I sold out before I completed the payments, and got exactly what I gave for it. 

In what year was that ?— In the year 1792, I think it was. 

In what capacity do you come here ?— As agent for the affairs of the company, 
to manage their defence. J 

You are ivell informed as to the state of the affairs of the company ? — Yes. 

Were you before a Committee of the House of Commons in 181 1 ? — I was not 
before the Committee, for I was not called. 

You came then, for the same purpose you do now ? — Yes. 

Has there been any material alteration in the state of the affairs of the Com- 
pany since Colonel Sankey was examined?— A very material alteration; all the 
old directors have been turned out, and anew set entirely appointed. 

The whole of them ? — Almost the whole ; all those who had incurred the sus- 
picion of the company. 

All the principal directors, under whose management the objectionable loans 
were contracted, have been removed ? — They have retired. 

As to the pecuniary state of the company, is there much alteration in that?- — 

Very little ; there has nothing been done, except the expenses of the companvpaid, 
and necessary repairs ; it is pretty much the same as it was then. 

There is a sum in the Bank ? — There is a sum of about 12,000 l. in the hands 
,of the treasurer. 

The Committee in their Report, dated the 14th of June 1 81 1, stated, that in the 
then last year “ the income of the Royal Canal Company amounted to 15,024 1. 
of which 10,893 /. 6 j. were necessarily appropriated to the maintenance of 
charges of the works and the support of their establishment; and that no more 
than 4,131/. 4 s. 6d. remained to provide for a debt, the. annual interest of 
which is 49,624/. 10 s. besides an annuity of 200/.” Such being the state of 
the affairs of tiiat company at the period mentioned, do you conceive, that since 
that they have improved? — There is more money in the treasurer’s hands 
than there was at that time; but if you take the interest that is due, they are 
greatly deteriorated. 

Has the trade on the canal increased since that time ?— The trade has in- 
creased certainly very much, but not the income arising from it : because there 

C were 
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Henry Arabia, were three months that no trade was carried on; but it is more weekly and 
) monthly than it was in the corresponding year. 

Taking into consideration the interest of that debt, their affairs are generally 
materially deteriorated ? — Yes. 

Do you conceive, from what you know with respect to the state of their affairs, 
that they still continue, as was then imagined, totally insolvent ?— I do ; totally 
insolvent. 

You consider then, that their property is quite inadequate to answer the de- 
mand upon it? — Ido. 

Are their creditors a numerous body ? — Very. 

Of what description of persons do they principally consist ? — Chiefly of very 
poor persons. 

Has the distress which has already been occasioned by the deficiency of the 
income of the Royal Canal Company, from the inadequacy of its funds, mate- 
rially affected them ? — Very much so. 

Do you conceive, from what you know of the country through which it was 
proposed that the canal should pass, if extended to Tarmonbarry, that the in- 
crease of tolls in that case would be material ? — I do ; very material. 

More than proportioned to the increase of expense incurred in the extension 
of the works ?— I should hardly venture to say that; I hope that it would ; but 
I could not assert it positively. 

Have you formed a calculation or opinion of what is likely to be the probable 
increase of revenue, by extending the canal from Coolnahay to Tarmonbarry?— 
I mean that the tolls from Coolnahay to Tarmonbarry might not probably pay 
the expense of the sum that would be laid out to carry the canal through that 
country ; but when it reached Tarmonbarry it would then come in contact with 
the county of Roscommon, a great part of the county of Leitrim and Longford, 
and there it would reach a productive country, and the tolls would then be 
adequate to pay not only the expense of the canal to Tarmonbarry, but likewise 
reimburse the proprietors very handsomely; I cannot conceive that it would pro- 
duce less than sixty or seventy thousand pounds a year. 

What is the description of country through which it will pass from Coolnahay 
to Tarmonbarry? — It is rather a poor country; it is for that reason Isay it 
would not produce a sum sufficient, except by the communication with the 
Shannon. 

What sort of a country is it to the right of the line advancing towards the 
north ? — Towards Granard it is very rich and productive. 

Will that country be able, by advancing from Coolnahay to Tarmonbarry, to 
communicate with the Royal Canal ? — 1 think it will. 

State upon what data you form your conclusion, that if the canal were 
finished and brought to the Shannon it would produce an income of sixty or 
seventy thousand pounds a year? — It was formed upon the actual production of 
the tolls of the Grand Canal for the same number of miles ; if they produce so 
much by going so far, we suppose ours would produce as much by having an 
equal quantity of water. 

What is the present extent of the canal ? — Forty-six miles. 

To Coolnahay ? — Yes. 

What is the income? — About 15,000/. a year, the gross income ; but it is 
now at reduced tolls. It would produce 22,000 /. a year, if the tolls were 
restored. 

Then to produce the sixty or seventy thousand pounds a year, it would be 
necessary not only to complete it, but also necessary to restore the tolls? — Yes. 

In what time do you consider that would be so realized ? — It was stated, that 
the canal could be finished in five years to Tarmonbarry ; but it would take some 
time to get the country into a state of cultivation, and that must take a few years 
more, I cannot state how many. 

What do you conceive would be the increase of the revenue of the company, if 
the canal was extended to Tarmonbarry, without the tolls being restored ? — It 
could not amount to more than about 40,000 /. a year I think, but I cannot 
form any judgment of that; I never looked at it in'that point of view; it pro- 
duces now 15,000/. and I cannot conceive that, at the present rate of toll, it 
would be more than doubled. 

About 30,000 /. ? — Yes; the present tolls are totally inadequate. 

You 
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You are acquainted with the contents of the answer of the Royal Canal Com- n enrv Arahin 
pany to the Grand Canal Company’s memorial against the extention of their Esq. 

canal to the Shannon by Coolnahay and Tarmonbarry ?— 1 am not intimately ' ^ 

acquainted with it ; I have, however, the pleadings that were used on that occa- 
sion with me in London. 

Were not you a party to that answer ? — No, I was not ; I had nothing to say 
to the Royal Canal at that time ; I had only 300 l. stock, and was not con- 
sidered as belonging to the corporation. 

You understand that the Royal Canal Company feel still of the same opinion, 
that the line by Tarmonbarry is the most advantageous line for joining the canal 
to the Shannon ? — Yes, I do. 

You mean that they would prefer that to any line so far to the north? — Yes. 

Do you conceive that if they were permitted to extend their canal to the 
Shannon, to the southward of that point, they would consider it more advantage- 
ous still for their interest ? — It never was in their contemplation, I think, to do so. 

Then you cannot speak as to their feeling on that question ? — They know very 
well that the Grand Canal would not let them, therefore they never asked it. 

Why do you conceive they prefer joining the canal at Tarmonbarry ?— Because 
they conceive it would be less expensive than any point to the northward of it. 

Can you state, whether the northern line would be an advantageous one or 
not? — I have no knowledge of it; I dare say it would be advantageous, but 
Very expensive. 

Do you mean by the northern line, the line to Lough Erne? — Yes. 

Do you know whether they could be supplied with water in that line ? — I do 
not know it, but I believe they could ; I never heard any thing to the contrary ; 
there is abundance of water in that part of the country. [The Witness withdrew. 



Joseph Huband, Esquire, called in, and Examined. 

WHAT situation do you hold ? — I came to London as a deputy from the Grand 
Canal Company, to attend and solicit their business, under the consideration of 
Parliament; I am not now a director of that company, or a proprietor of any 
part of their stock ; I am as disinterested in the business as any one of the Com- 
mittee ; I come conjointly with a Mr. Fanning, who is a director. 

You were chairman last year ? — I was chairman of the company last year ; 
and I have been a member of that company upwards of thirty years, and a 
direSor during that period, and until about Christmas last, when I resigned the 
office of chairman and director. 

You are thoroughly acquainted with the views which that company enter- 
tained and do entertain? — I believe I am. 

You are well acquainted with the objections which they entertain to the ex- 
tension of the Royal Canal to the Shannon, by Tarmonbarry? — I believe I am. 

Will you have the goodness to state them generally and shortly to the Com- 
mittee ? — I come unexpectedly before the Committee ; I have in Town with me 
the original map, or an exact copy of the original map, which was laid before 
the Lord Lieutenant and Privy Council, which I should prefer laying before the 
Committee, and which I could do if my examination were deferred to another 
day. 



Joseph Huband, 
Esq. 



Veneris, 19 0 die Marti], 1813. 

The EARL of DES ART in The Chair. 

The Right Honourable Sachville Hamilton, called in, and Examined. SackvUle Hamilton. 

YOU are chairman of the directors of the General Inland Navigation ? — Yes. 

And you have been in that situation since the origin of that establishment ? — - 
Yes. 

I believe you are acquainted with the state of affairs generally, of the Royal 
Canal Company, and of the creditors of that company ? — I do not know more of 
the affairs of the creditors of the company, than the amount of their debts, which 
is stated in our reports. 

You are aware of the state of distress in which they are ? — 1 am. 

What 
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Right Hon. What is your opinion as to the most effectual way of relieving them from that 
Sackville Hamilton . distress, and at the same time of placing the affairs of the company in a better 
^ state ? — I do not know in what wav the company can be relieved, but by the aid 

of the Legislature ; in what particular manner that shall be done, is submitted 
to them. 

Do you think there is any possibility of completing their navigation, without 
the aid of Parliament? — They have not means equal to such an undertaking. 

Do you think there is any way in which the interests of the creditors are more 
likely to be provided for, and the country in general to be benefited, than by 
completing the navigation, either according to its original destination, or according 
to some other line ? — I presume that must be the foundation of whatever the 
Legislature shall be pleased to grant for their relief ; and that the public service 
could not be otherwise attended to. 

Then of course you had under the consideration of the board of directors, 
different propositions for extending and completing the Royal Canal ? — I have 
seen such ; there has not been any direct application to our board, for its being 
done by other lines ; no contract has been offered, nor any proposal for its being 
done in any other direction, than according to its original destination, to 
Tarmonbarry. 

Are the Committee to understand by that answer, that no proposition has 
been, made at any time to the board of directors for carrying it in a more 
northerly direction? — I mean by proposition, an actual offer to complete the 
work for a certain sum, under certain conditions ; but no such proposition has 
been made by individuals. 

. Different lines have been suggested by different individuals? — Yes. 

And -surveys have been made of those lines ? — There have ; but those I only 
consider as suggestions, and nothing more. 

Out of the different lines that have been so suggested, which do you think 
to be that which can be completed in the least time, and at the least expense? 
— I would beg leave to refer for that particular to the engineer, who has made 
the survey and the estimate. With regard to any general opinion, I conceive 
that the line to Tarmonbarry would be the most eligible. 

That would be the completion of the canal, according to the original inten- 
tion of the. Irish Legislature, and it might then be considered a complete 
navigation, as the Grand Canal now is ? — It would be the completion of the 
original purpose of that navigation. 

The intention of the Irish Legislature was, I thmk, to open a navigation 
between the northern part of the Shannon and Dublin, and the southern part 
of it? — I apprehend it is rather difficult to speak of the intentions of the 
Legislature so many years ago ; but I am of opinion that their intention was 
to carry a line from Dublin northward into the Shannon, upon the same 
principle as the Grand Canal was carried southward into the Shannon. 

Is the Shannon navigable from Tarmonbarry to Lanesborough ? — I believe it 
is, except where repairs are in execution. 

How far northward from Tarmonbarry is the Shannon navigable ? — I appre- 
hend it to be navigable in a degree to Jamestown, and, if I recollect right, to 
Carrick. 

You use the word, in a “ degree,” navigable ? — I do ; because there are works 
actually executing upon that part of the line, which must, while they are exe- 
cuting, impede the navigation. 

Cannot boats from 30 to 40 tons use it now ? — I fancy hardly of so great a 
burden ; they can of 20 tons. 

Are you acquainted with the country between Ccolnahay and Tarmonbarry? — 
1 am not. 

Have you any reason to know whether it is fertile or otherwise ? — I have heard 
it described as fertile; I speak generally, because there is one part of it a bog. 

Do you think any other canal company in Ireland could make reasonable 
objection to the extension of the Royal Canal to Tarmonbarry? — Objections 
have been made by the Grand Canal Company, but I, for one, did conceive 
them to be unjust. 

Do you think any material injury would result to the Grand Canal Company 
from the junction of the Royai Canal with the Shannon at Tarmonbarry ? — I 
apprehend that any other canal bringing corn to Dublin, would interfere in so 
much with the interests, of the Grand Canal, but I do not conceive that injury, 

• to 
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to the Grand Canal, to any great extent, would arise from the junction of the Ritft. Hm. 

; Ro 3 'al Canal with the Shannon at Tarmonbarry. ’ SachUle Hamit on. 

Do you consider it a greater public object to carry the Royal Canal to Tar- ' •-> 1 

monbarry, than to Lough Erne, either as it respects the object of the increase 
of agriculture, or the facility of inland intercourse?—! apprehend that it would 
be a very particular advantage to carry it to Tarmonbarry, because that is upon 
the Upper Shannon, and in the neighbourhood of Lough Allen ; and because then 
1 apprehend the produce of all the countries that lie westward of the northern 
‘Shannon and Lough Ree, would be brought to Dublin by the Royal Canal, 
contributing very much to the improvement of those countries. 

Are there any and what impediments now existing in the communication 
between the Grand Canal and the Upper Shannon at Tarmonbarry? — I do not 
apprehend that there are any obstructions of great consequence ; what the 
expense of removing them might be, I cannot state. 

Is the Committee to suppose the expense of removing them would not be great ? 

— I apprehend it would not be very considerable. 

What is the extent of Lough Ree? — I believe about 1 8 miles in length ; it is 
a considerable lake. 

Do not you consider the communication by the Grand Canal, as it now exists, 

Capable of transporting the produce of all the country about Tarmonbarry to 
Dublin ? — I believe it might ; but it would be by a much greater circuit, and 
at a greater expense to the Public, from the height of the tolls upon the Grand 
Canal. 

Do you know' how, in point of fact, the produce of that country is at present 
transported to Dublin? — I could not answer that question with precision ; but 
as I apprehend, there is now but a small quantity brought by the Grand Canal, 
and I do believe that if the Royal Canal were opened there would be a very great 
quantity. 

Is there any quantity of agricultural produce at present raised in the country 
within 20 miles round Tarmonbarry ? — I do not know ; I have no knowledge of 
that part of the country ; but as I have heard from other persons, I understand 
there is a considerable produce of corn in that circuit. 

Do not you think that two canals, such as the Grand and Royal Canal, will 
be more beneficial to the Public in proportion as they traverse lines of country 
at a greater distance from each other? — I do ; but the expediency must depend 
upon the practicability of the navigation, and the fertility of the country through 
ivhich it is to pass. 

Whether Lough Ree could be navigated with safety by such boats as are used 
on the can-il ? — I apprehend that vessels might be built equally fitted for the 
navigation of that lake and for the navigation of the canal, b cause I know that 
to be the case with regard to Lough Neagh. I saw a vessel upon the Newry navi- 
gation built as a sloop, which had come through the Belfast navigation, and 
through Lough Neagh, and had been sent thither from Scotland. 

Are not the boats that navigate the canal, built long and flat ? — I believe 
they are. 

Does it not require, in navigating Lough Ree, to use sails ? — Yes, or oars. 

Will one wind carry them through Lough Ree, or must they have various 
winds? — I apprehend a northerly wind would carry them from Lanesborough to 
Athlone. 

Whether there is actually any intercourse whatever between the Upper Shannon 
and Dublin, by the Grand Canal? — 1 believe there is. 

Do you know or have you formed an opinion why the intercourse between 
Dublin and the Upper Shannon, by the Grand Canal, is to so small an extent? 

— I cannot speak positively with regard to it, but mv opinion is, that it is from 
the length of the navigation and the heighth of the toll. 

• Are there any tolis on Lough Ree ?— None. . 

Do you recollect that Mr. Griffith, the chairman of the Grand Canal Com- 
pany, gave it as his opinion that the Royal Canal, if completed to Tarmonbarry, 
could never interfere with the Grand Canal, on account of the difficulty of 
havi gating the gulph of Lough Ree ? — I apprehend it stands on the records of 
Parliament, in a Report of the Committee upon the application of the Grand 
Canal Company for the sale of their tolls. 

Have you ever seen Lough Ree ? — I have seen parts of it. 

When you said, that the impediments to the navigation from Shannon harbour 
i9 8 - D to 
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Right Hon. to Tarmonbarry might be easily removed, and at a small expense, did you mean 
Sackiii/c Hamilton, the navigation through Lough Ree, and not by any other line? — I did not mean 
v ^ 1 through Lough Ree, because that is an open navigation. 

And in that navigation did you therefore mean, that all the difficulties of the 
navigation of Lough Ree would still exist? — I did. I did not understand the 
difficulties in the navigation of Lough Ree to come within the question. 

Do you know if the vessel from Scotland, which you have described as having 
passed through Lough Neagh and into the Newry navigation, was of equal tonnage 
with the largest canal boats employed upon the Newry navigation ? — The vessel 
which I saw upon the Newry navigation was of about forty tons, was a very 
nice-built sloop with falling masts, it had passed one of the locks and bridges of 
the navigation. 

Do you know what is the size of the largest canal boat employed upon the 
Newry navigation ? — I do not, but I believe that some of them are of larger 
burden than the vessel I spoke of, but they are not of the same construction ; 
the other vessel bore the sea from Scotland. 

Do you know whether the Newry navigation was not originally framed for 
sloops of the construction you have described ? — I believe it was intended for 
the common canal boats. 

Can yon say whether the Newry navigation is deeper than that of the Ro)'al 
or Grand Canal? — It is not so deep as the Royal Canal, but I believe it is nearly 
as deep as the Grand Canal. 

Do you think the Public would derive more benefit from the communication 
being opened from Coolnahay to Tarmonbarry, than it would from a communi- 
cation made from Coolnahay to Lough Erne, through the counties of Longford 
and Cavan? — I have not sufficient knowledge to be able to answer theqnesiion 
directly ; but upon such opinion as I have been able to form, I should think the 
line to Tarmonbarry the more eligible for the public advantage, and for this reason 
more particular! y, because it would not at all prevent the junction of a northern 
line with the Royal Canal, which has always been an object in prospect with 
our board, though the execution of it may be at a considerable distance of time. 

Do you conceive that such a line of canal, if practicable at any reasonable 
expense, would be an object deserving of public aid? — I do; and 1 think that 
any navigation which could be constructed at a moderate expense, would be of 
very great service to Ireland, and if conducted to any port, would be of con- 
siderable service to England. 

If the expense of completing the two lines was equal, which of them should 
vou advise to be completed, so far as the interests of the Public are concerned ? 
— If only one were to be executed, I should beg leave to recommend that by Tar- 
monbarrv, but I would much more strongly recommend the execution of both. 

Supposing the IL>yal Canal was to be completed to Lough Erne, the line 
going to Lough Erne would not be taken from Coolnahay, but from some other 
place nearer Dublin ? — The lines which I have seen for such a navigation, I think, 
join the Royal Canal at Thomastown, or near it. 

What is the distance from Thomastown to Coolnahay ? — About 1 8 miles. 

Would the line between Thomastown and Coolnahay, in that case, be of very 
little comparative service to the Public? — It would be of less service, in com- 
parison to its being continued to Tarmonbarry; it must, however, be of consi- 
derable advantage to that part of the country through which it passes. 



Mart is, 23 0 die Marti], 1813. 

The EARL of DES ART in The Chair. 

The Right Honourable Sackville Hamilton was again called in, and Examined. 

YOU have stated, that you conceive the navigation from the Upper Shannon 
to Dublin would be much more expensive by the Grand Canal than by the 
Royal Canal continued in the line proposed to Tarmonbarry, and this you have 
stated to arise from the higher tolls of the former Canal, as well as from other 
causes ; do you not conceive, that if the tolls were equal upon the two canals, 
the expense would be still much greater? — I think the length of the way would 
still make it more expensive^ and if the line were not continued to Tarmonbarry, 

the 
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the advantage to that part of the country would be in a great measure lost ; I Right Hon: 
mean from Coolnahay to Tarmonbarry. SccfaMe Hamilton 

Do you not conceive, that the expense above-mentioned would be materially 1 ^ J 
greater by the Grand than by the Royal Canal ? — I do not think that the 
difference of expense would be very great. 

Do you not think that great delay would be occasioned in that communication, 
by the difficulties of the river navigation in the former line through Lough Ree? 

— Such difficulties there are certainly, from contrary winds, and especially in the 
navigation through Lough Ree. 

Would not those difficulties occasion a considerable increase of expense? — I 
am not sure, I do not know how agreements might be made with regard to the 
freight. 

Do you not conceive those difficulties above-mentioned, occasioning delays, 
when added to the circuit of navigation from Tarmonbarry, by the Grand Canal 
to Dublin, must together occasion a very considerable increase of expense in 
transporting to Dublin the products of the Upper Shannon? — I cannot say that 
I think those difficulties would occasion a very great expense, provided the tolls 
were equal on the two canals; the ill consequence of carrying the produce of 
these countries by the Grand Canal, abandoning the extension of the Royal 
Canal, would be the giving up the produce of the country through which the 
Royal Canal passes. 

Are you acquainted with Lough Allen, and the produce of its vicinity? — I am 
not: they are particularly stated by Mr. Jessop, an engineer, whose Report is 
contained in the Appendix of the Report of the Committee of the Irish House of 
Commons upon this subject, in the year 1800. 

Do you not think that these products, if considerable both in value and quan- 
tity, must render the communication by the Royal Canal to Dublin infinitely 
more desirable?— I do think so, unquestionably. 

Are there no tolls upon the Shannon, between Lanesborough and Tarmon- 
barry ? — There are not at present, because the navigation is not complete ; but 
it is the intention of the directors general of the Inland Navigation to propose to 
Government the establishing tolls upon the Upper Shannon, as soon as the navi- 
gation shall be complete; these tolls to be as moderate as may be thought expe- 
dient. From Lanesborough, through Lough Ree to Athlone, there are no tolls, 
nor have the board any' intention that there ever should be, considering that the 
navigation of Lough Ree should be free and open to all parties. From Athlone to. 

Shannon harbour the Grand Canal Company, who executed the navigation of 
that part of the river, have tolls ; but they are moderate, and not considered to be 
more than will maintain and keep in repair that navigation. 

The produce of Lough Allen and the neighbouring country, in their way to 
Dublin, by the Grand Canal, will be subject to the difficulties of navigation you 
have mentioned in Lough llee; they will have to go a greater circuit, and will 
besides be liable to the additional tolls of the Shannon navigation from 
Tarmonbarry to Shannon harbour ; will all these considerations materially 
increase the expense by that mode of communication ? — I think that these 
additional expenses would be very much balanced by this consideration, that 
the length of the canal to Tarmonbarry from Dublin would be greater than 
from Shannon harbour to Dublin ; and consequently', upon equal tolls, the 
expense on the Grand Canal would be less; but when you speak of the pro- 
duce of Lough Allen, and of the country above Tarmonbarry, 1 cannot conceive, 
that under any probable circumstances a vessel would pass the entrance of 
the Royal Canal, to take so long a voyage, before she came to the entrance of the 
Grand Canal. 

What is the difference, in point of distance, above referred to ? — About eight 
miles. 

What is the distance between Tarmonbarry and Shannon harbour ? — I cannot 
6peak certainly, but I believe it to be about 45 miles. 

Do you know the expense of freight from Tarmonbarry' to Shannon harbour? 

—I do not. 



Do you know whether there is any insurance made upon vessels navigating 
Lough Ree? — I do not know. 

Are there anv seasons of the year in which a vessel would be delayed from the 
navigation being stopped ? — I should suppose that in desperate gales, or contrary 
winds, vessels must lie bv, and of course their passage for such a time delayed. 

, " Whether 
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night Hon. Whether vessels could come down Lough Ree with any other but a northerly 
Sackvtlle Hamilton . w indy— Not being used to the navigation of the lough, I cannot pretend to speak 
^ positively, but I suppose that a vessel of a proper built, and perhaps with the 

assistance of lee-boards, might make her way with winds varying from the north. 

This question was put in the year 1805, and this answer was returned to it by 
Mr Griffith, the chairman of the Grand Canal Company “ When the Royal 
“ Canal is completed toTarmonbarry, do you not think it will aflect the tolls on 
“ the Grand Canal ?” to which there is this answer: “ It will certainly draw 
“ to it the whole produce of the country northward of Lough Ree, but that 
“ lough being an extremely difficult and dangerous navigation, will prevent any 
“ produce of any part of the country southward of that lough from being carried 
<l thither:” Do you know whether any thing has been done to render the naviga- 
tion less difficult and dangerous than it was at that time ? Since that time the 

Navigation Board, with the approbation of Government, have caused an accu- 
rate survey to be made of Lough Ree, with the soundings of every part of it ; by 
which the navigation will be rendered easier than it used to be. 

Do you know whether any contract has been made by the Royal Canal Cojn- 
pany for the purchase of land between Coolnahay and Tarmonbarry, for the 
purpose of carrying on the navigation ?— I apprehend not; because the Royal 
Canal Company would act very improvidently in purchasing ground, before they 
were certain of that line which should be recommended by the Navigation Board, 
and receive the approbation of the Government and the lords, of the treasury ; but 
it is very possible, that they have had inquisitions held upon the intended line, ill 
order that they might ascertain the expense of such purchases, whenever they 
should be made. 

Do you think it possible, that any of the proprietors of that land might have 
abstained from cultivating it, in the expectation that that land would be taken 
under the Act of Parliament for the canal ?— I hardly think so ; because if they 
bad cultivated the land, when the inquisition should be held, the then present 
value of the land would be estimated, and they would receive so much more in 
proportion to its then state of cultivation. 

What is the distance from Coolnahay to the river Innv ?— It rrfav be from 
five to eight miles, according to the part of the river from which the measure- 
ment is taken. 

Is the river Inny navigable from Lough Derryvaragh to Lough Ree ? —I ap- 
prehend not ; but I understand that it is navigable from Bal’ynacnrrow, through 
Lough Iron into Lough Derryvaragh, and from thence to Finea adjoining Lough 
Shillin ; this navigation, however, is fit only for the country small bdats, which, 
as I understand, are only from 7 to 10 tons burthen. 

\Y ould it be possible to render the river Inny navigable from Ballynacarrow 
to Lough Ree? I apprehend it would; but that it would be more expensive 
than making a canal of the same extent. 

. Whatis the nearest point ol Lough Ree, or any navigable part of the rivet 
InnyDo which such a canal ought to be brought r I unde, st md that a part of the 
rher inny, from Lough Ree to Shrule, or that neighbourhood, is now navigable ; 
ami ;t appears to me probable, that an engineer would recommend such a canal 
to be carried into the navigable part of the Inny near to Shrule, as being the 
nearest point by which such a navigation could join Lough Ree. 

Idas it ever been in the contemplation of the board to improve the navigation 
of the river Inny, from Lough Darryvaragh to the nearest point where it would 
comeinlo the intended line from Coolnahav to Tarmonbarrv ? — It has not. 

Do you think that that would be an eligible measure? — I think it would: it 
was so much the opinion of our board, that when the line proposed by the Royal 
Cana! Company from Coolnahay to Tarmonbarry was first laid before us, we 
desired that their engineer should survey the ground between Coolnahay and the 
Inny, in order to shew whether the navigation might not, with equal facility, be 
carried in a lower situation to approach the Inny, in order to receive the produce 
■of the country adjoining that river, which might at such a point be shipped upon 
the Royal Canal, and brought to Dublin; and accordingly the line has been 
traced horn Coolnahay towards the Inny, and is found to be equally favourable 
in other respects. 

I low near does the canal approach io the Inny, the lowest of its nearest 
navigable point ? — For a precise answer to that question, I should beg leave to 
refer to Mr. Kiilaly, the engineer who last surveyed the ground; but from his 

survey. 
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survey, (he accuracy of which I believe may be relied upon, I do not suppose VO-UHo, • 
that the distance of the limy, near Ballynacarroiv, can be so much as half a mile SackSk Hanilton. 
from the proposed line of canal in that part. ' 

What part of that litje does the Grand Canal Company object to ?— That part 
which is in the neighbourhood of Ballymahon, Shrule and Terlicken. 

Upon what grounds ? — That it approached so much nearer to their navigation 
than the original line laid out by Mr. Evans ; but I understand the reason of the 
Koval Canal Company desiring to make that deviation was, to avoid the cutting 
through a rocky or ston^ hill, which woukl have been attended with an immense 
expense. 

Do you think, in any purchases that have been made of land between 
Coolnahay and Tarmonbarry, a greater price has been given than would other- 
wise have been given, on account of the expectation that the line of canal 
would be completed ? — I think that to be very probable. 

And that in leases a greater rent has been actually given ? — I think that 
probable; but I cannot speak to any positive knowledge of its having taken 
. pjace. 



Veneris, 26® die Marti j, 1 S 1 3. 

The EARL of DESART in The Chair. 

Joseph Huband, Esquire, again called in, and Examined. 

IN what situation do you attend this Committee ? — I attend as a co-denutv , , - , , 

wnh Mr. Fanning, on the part of the Grand Canal Company, to solicit anti e™ ' 

attend to such business, relating to the Inland Navigation of Ireland, as may 
come before Parliament, by which that company may appear to be affected ■ 
but I am not now a member of that company, nor a holder of any part of their 
stock or loan. ” 

Please to state the objections of the Grand Canal Company to the completion 
of the Royal Canal to Tarmonbarry, by the line which you see surveyed by 
Mr. Killaly ?— The ground upon which the Grand Canal Company interfere 
is, the great injury which they conceive would be done t© them, by extending 
the Royal Canal to Tarmonbarry, by the way of Ballymahon; the main ground 
upon which they rest their case in that respect is, that by the Act of the 40th of 
His present Majesty, it is directed that no canal, or off-branch from any canal, 
should be authorized by the directors general which would interfere with, approach 
towards, or be injurious to any canal, without the consent of the company of 
nndprta'kPiN of such canal, or to that effect. That the Directors General of the 



. ’ 1 /u , • - Jtquences to 

the ijiand Canal Company the same as that line now pointed out to me on the 
■Survey of Mr. Killaly, elated the 3d of March 1813, the principal or most 
essential injury to the Grand Canal Company being the near approach to Bally- 
mahon. Upon which recommendation of the Directors General, that line was 
approved of by the Lords of 1 1 is Majesty’s Treasury, and afterwards by the 
Lord Lieutenant, as Lord Lieutenant ; but the Grand Canal Company havin'* 
appealed to the Lord Lieutenant in Council from that decision or recommenda- 
tion of the Directors General, the appeal came on to be heard by his Grace in 
Council, and thereupon the line then proposed not materially varying from that 
now proposed, so far as the Grand Canal Company are interested, was proved to 
be highly injurious to the Grand Canal Company, and at the sjime time to be less 
advantageous to the Public as well as to the Royal" Canal Company, than the 
extension of the Royal Canal to a more northern part of the Shannon ; therefore 
the principal legal ground of objection is, that it has been, as it is conceived and 
insistel on, already decided by a competent jurisdiction, that is to say, his Grace 
the Lord Lieutenant in Council, that any extension of the Royal Canal to the 
Shannon, by or near Ballymahon, would be injurious to the Grand Canal 
Company. 

' 98 . E ln 
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Joseph Huband, 



In the year 1802, did not the directors general of the inland navigation ad- 
vance the sum of 95,000/. to the Royal Canal Company, to be expended in 
advancing that canal towards the Shannon? — I believe that money was granted 
for the purpose of enabling the Royal Canal Company to advance as far as 
Thomas Town, in their way to the Shannon. 

Did the Grand Canal Company oppose that advance at that time? — I believe 
they did not, because I believe that they had no objection to their going so far 
as Thomas Town in their progress to the Shannon, provided that from Thomas 
Town they took a more northerly direction ; and even if that money should 
carry them as far as Coolnahay, the persons who then influenced the business 
of the Grand Canal Company, appeared to entertain a conviction that the 
Royal Canal Company would never be able to proceed further, and to think that 
the Grand Canal Company would receive no essential injury by the extension 
of the Royal Canal as far as Coolnahay. 

Then I understand the reason why they withdrew their opposition was, that 
they thought the expense an useless one, and that the Canal never could be 
completed to the Shannon ? — As I am bound to answer the fact, the fact is so, 
that two gentlemen, who had a very large proportion of the stock of the com- 
pany, and then principally influenced the conduct of their business, frequently 
declared it as their opinion, that the Royal Canal would probably never be 
carried further than Coolnahay, for that they thought it so unjustifiable and 
unwise a measure, that they were convinced that Parliament would never sanction 
so great a waste of public money as to carry the canal in that direction to 
Tarmonbarry ; my own opinion was, that the directors general and Parliament 
would probably be led on step by step to the completion of it, though I agreed 
with them, that if the whole subject was before Parliament at once, it was not 
likely that such event would happen. 

What is the extent of the injury which you suppose the Grand Canal will 
sustain from the completion of the Royal Canal to Tarmonbarry by Ballymahon? 
— I entertain a conviction that three-fourths of whatever profit the Royal Canal 
Company may derive from a junction of their Canal at Tarmonbarry by a line 
passing by the w r ay of Ballymahon, will be a deduction from the profits that 
the Grand Canal Company would otherwise derive from their undertaking ; in 
short, I mean that three-fourths of whatever corn or other articles will be carried 
by such extension of the Royal Canal Company, if it shall be made in that 
way, that is to say, by the way of Ballymahon, would go to Dublin for con- 
sumption there, or exportation from thence, if such extention cf the Royal Canal 
did not exist ; that even if the Royal Canal should be extended northward by the 
way of Granard to Tarmonbarry or Rooskey, and which, as I understand, the 
Grand Canal Company do not object to, or intend to resist, half the profits 
which the Royal Canal Company would derive from that extension, would be 
deducted from the profits which the Grand Canal Company would otherwise have. 
After a very full consideration of the subject, and some experience upon 
subjects of the like nature, I am convinced that if the Royal Canal shall be 
extended by the way of Ballymahon to Tarmonbarry, the profit, in addition to 
the present income, will not amount to more than about 20 , 000 1. per annum. 
If it should come to that sum, I think the Grand Canal Company will sustain 
1 5,000 /. a year injury by it. I have read the evidence of a Mr. Tiernan, given 
before the directors general, in which he states his belief, that in that event 
the addition to their income would be 30,000/. a year. I have also read the 
Report of the Commissioners of Enquiry in Ireland, upon the probable amount 
of the additional income of the Royal Canal Company upon that event; in 
which, as well as I recollect, they state the probable increase of their income 
so high as 50,000 /. a year, in case of their levying tolls at the same rate as the 
Grand Canal. Whether I am right in my supposition as to the amount, or those 
other persons, I am convinced the injury to the Grand Canal Company will be 
in the proportion I first mentioned. 

Do you form those calculations upon a presumption of equal tolls being levied 
on the two Canals? — I do. In my judgment, if the extension of the Royal 
Canal should be carried by the way of Granard to either Tarmonbarry or 
Roosky, about half and no more of whatever profit the Royal Canal Company 
wonld make by that extension, would be so much deducted from the income of 
the Grand Canal Company. 

Will 
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Will the profits which the Royal Canal will make by this extension be Joseph TIuband* 
deducted from the present income of the Grand Canal, or from that profit which , ( 

you suppose will accrue hereafter to the Grand Canal, if the Upper Shannon be v ~ 
open to tlie Grand Canal alone? — The trade I have mentioned is altogether in 
its infancy, agriculture not being yet excited, nor have many persons been yet 
induced to adventure in the building boats suitable for the trade of that river to 
to any considerable extent ; but even in that state a considerable portion, of the 
additional income of the Royal Canal Company would be deducted from what 
the Grand Canal Company now receive. 

"What proportion of it ? — As the trade as I have mentioned is in its infancy, 
it would be no very great proportion, but already the produce of the country 
in the neighbourhood of Ballymahon though not 1-5U1 of what I believe, it will 
be in a few years, is already, as I have been informed, and I believe, carried by 
the Grand Canal ; for instance, a man whose name as I recollect is Wyllie, and 
lives near Ballymahon, has, as I have been informed, and believe, boats in 
which he carries the produce of Ballymahon and that neighbourhood to the 
city of Dublin by the Shannon and the Grand Canal ; and the produce, limited 
as it is at present, of the shores of Lough Ree, and the produce of the neigh- 
bourhood of Lanesborough at the northern end of Lough Ree, is already carried 
to a considerable extent, or in considerable quantities into Dublin by the Shannon 
and Grand Canal. I myself saw several boats loaded with potatoes, which the 
persons in charge of such boats informed me had been brought from the county 
of Leitrim, being collected for the purpose at Lanesborough, the head of Lough 
Ree, and in other parts of the Shannon higher up. 

What is the distance from Ballymahon to the nearest shipping point of the 
Grand Canal, and what is that point ? — The precise distance by mile is not 
within my recollection, but it will appear upon inspection of the map of Ireland; 
but I conceive that the distance from Ballymahon to Athlone, where that part 
of the navigation of the Shannon vested in the Grand Canal Company termi- 
nates, is about xo miles. 

How far is Ballymahon from the nearest point of the Grand Canal ? — I believe 
it is upwards of 20 miles from the termination of the Grand Canal, exclusive 
of the navigation of the part of the Shannon vested in them. 

Which do you think would be most advantageous to the countries adjacent 
the Upper Shannon, a communication with Dublin by the Grand Canal, or by a 
continuation of the Royal Canal by Ballymahon to Tarmonbarry, supposing 
your canal to be complete and efficient ? — Supposing that the Royal Canal 
shall be put into as perfect a state of repair as the Grand Canal, and that the 
northern part of the Shannon shall be completed so as to be navigable for 
boats of the same burthen as those plying on the Grand Canal, which works, 
together with the proposed extension to Tarmonbarry, would, as from rough 
estimate of Major Taylor and Mr. Killaly, I believe, cost about 500,000/.; 
and supposing there would be a sufficient supply of water for the summit 
of the line by Ballymahon, which, from my own repeated inspections and 
observations, I believe there will not be, in that case, by reason of its being 
somewhat shorter, it would, I believe, be somewhat more advantageous to the 
counties of Sligo and Roscommon, and to the counties in the neighbourhood of 
the northern part of the Shannon, but I am convinced it would not induce the 
carriage to Dublin of x 0,000 barrels of corn from those counties, more in that way 
in the year, than would otherwise be carried by the Shannon and Grand Canal. 

Do you know the freight from Tarmonbarry to Dublin, by the Grand Canal ? 

— My interference has never been much upon the question of freight. 

What difference in point of distance would the conveyance of goods be from 
Tarmonbarry to Dublin, by the Grand Canal and the Royal Canal ? — I believe 
about 21 miles ; but I may be mistaken by a few miles. 

Taking Lough Ree into your consideration, wlxat is the difference in point 
of difficulty ? — As I conceive oxxly the uncertainty in point of time, waiting for 
favourable winds, I believe the whole of the produce would be carried to Dublin 
at one time or other of the year. 

At how much greater expense ? — I do not believe there- would be a difference 
of two and a half per cent in the whole, taking every thing into consideration, 
except toll. 

Supposing the rate of toll to be the same on both lines of canal, what differ- 
ence of expense would there then be ? — If the same tolls were actually levied 

upon 
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Joseph Huband, tl P t,n Roth canals, I believe the advantage would be more by the Royal Canal, 
E,q. it being a shorter distance; but I believe the full amount of those tolls would 

" v-- J never be levied by the Grand Canal. 

When you state, that you believe that not 10,000 additional barrels of corn, 
would be carried to Dublin by the extension of the Royal Canal, do you mean 

in the present state of agriculture, or in its utmost probable improvement ? I 

mean in its probable improvement, confining myself in my answer to the pro- 
posed extension bv the way of Ballymahon. 

How long is it since the Grand Canal joined the Shannon ?— I have a very- 
imperfect recollection of it, but, as well 'as I recollect, it was about four or five 
years ago ; I cannot say, it may not be longer, bait when the first boats went 
into it, the part of the canal near the Shannon was very imperfect. 

When did the first boat pass from the Grand Canal into the Shannon ?— 
I really do not recollect as to a year or two. 

What is the highest rate of freight, per ton, you conceive the trade could bear 
in passing from Tarmonbarry, by the Grand Canal to Dublin ? — I cannot form 
any judgment. 

Do you think that corn brought from Tarmonbarry to Dublin could bear a 
charge for conveyance of 5 s. 6 d. a barrel?— I must state, that I am not well 
acquainted with this subject. 

Have you any property in either of these canals ?— Not a particle. 

Are you directly or indirectly interested, whether the Royal Canal shall go to 
Tarmonbarry, or not ?— In the face of God and my country, I have not a particle 
of interest, either direct or indirect, in its going to one point or the other. 



Mar (is, 30° die Martij, 1813. 

CHARLES STEWART HAWTHORNE, Esquire, in The Chair. 

The Honourable Stephen Mahon, a Member of the House, having desired 
to be examined ; attended, and was Examined as follows 

The lion Stephen \\ HICH do you think would be most advantageous to the countries adjacent 

to Upper Shannon, a communication with Dublin by the Grand Canal, or by 

continuation ol the Royal Canal by Ballymahon to Tarmonbarry, supposing 
the Royal Canal to be complete and efficient?— There can be no doubt of the 
Royal Canal being more advantageous; and my reason for so thinking is, that 
the communication with one must be by canal, and the other by a navi "-able and 
uncertain river ; and I further think, that for more than a third of the year, the 
navigation of the Shannon to the town of Athlone is intercepted, and the river 
passes through several loughs, in which there are sands on which the pleasure 
boats are frequently stuck fast; and I know that a part of this navigation, from 
Hudson’s Bay in Lough Ree, to the opposite side near Waters Town, is about 
seven miles, and contains a great number of shoals, besides that up towards 
Tarmonbarry, where the river is but narrow; there are a great number of flats, 
which at a particular season ol the year are covered with water. 

Are you acquainted with the state of tillage and agriculture in the countries 
adjacent to 1 armonbarryr — So far as relates to Roscommon and Longford 
I am. 

Is there much corn grown in those districts ?— Yes, a very considerable 
quantity ; so much so, that the mountain of Sleban is covered with tillage nearly 
to its summit, that part which is nearest to Tarmonbarry. ° J 

How is that corn mostly disposed of ’ The greater part of it, in the town of 

Stokestown and Longford ; and to get to the town of Longford, it is rather more 
than half way when it gets to Tarmonbarry. 

Does any of it reach Dublin ?— I believe some of it goes by land, but not a 
great proportion of it, to Mullingar; a great deal is taken into the northern parts 
towards Granard by land carriage; there are two barracks in the town of Long- 
ford, one is a horse barrack, and the other an horse artillery barrack, therefore 
the consumption there is very great. 

If 
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If the com muni cation was open between Dublin and Tarmonbarry by the Royal //o», 

Canal, do you conceive that considerable quantities of corn would by that Ste P ,ieH 
means be brought to the market at Dublin ? — I certainly do; for as long as the V J 

inland bounty was kept on, when we were not at all in the state of tillage that 
We are now, great quantities were then sent to Dublin. 

Considering the navigation through Lough Ree to the Shannon bridge being 
such as you have described it, do you think that any considerable quantity of 
corn would be sent by -that route to Dublin? — I have no reason to think so ; for 
the vessels that we now send backwards and forwards are lumber vessels, which 
are merely timber and slate vessels towards Limerick ; the fact is, that in some 
parts of the year, in the Shannon there are considerable waves, which renders the 
navigation uncertain. 

Do you think that opening the communication with Dublin by extending the 
Royal Canal to Tarmonbarry, would have the effect of further increasing and 
improving the tillage and agriculture of the countries adjacent to the Upper 
Shannon? — I have no doubt of it, and that they are increasing wonderfully everv 
year; and as a proof of it, that about Christmas time, when they thrash out their 
oats, that formerly, within my memory, where there were not more than six or 
seven bag6 of oats, there are now sometimes 1,500 ; and wheat is sold every 
day; there are two people there who have commissions from Sligo for purchasing 
wheat to the extent of from 8 to 10,000 l. worth in the year. 

Are you acquainted with the country between the place where the Royal Canal 
now terminates and Tarmonbarry ? — Perfectly, I know every mile of it. 

Is it a country of tillage ? — Wonderfully so ; and a very fine country, except 
where bogs intervene, and where, within my memory, you saw one acre of 
tillage, you now see thirty; it is the finest tillage country you can possibly 
conceive. 

Do you mean within the last ten years? — No, thirty years. 

In what county is Stokestown? — It is in the county of Roscommon, nearly 
opposite Tarmonbarry, going westward. 

Is the chief part of the corn that goes to the county of Longford, and the 
north of Ireland, in a manufactured state, or as meal ? — I should rather think 
more in meal. 

What are the comparative prices of corn in Stokestown, which is within 
six miles and a half of Tarmonbarry, and in the market of Dublin ? — Last year, 
when I paid forty and forty-two shillings for old oats, I bought them for ten and 
twelve shillings at Stokestown, but they were not of equal quality ; for as for 
Kildare oats, with which the market of Dublin is generally supplied, I should 
apprehend they are at all times worth four or five shillings more than our Ros- 
common oats. 

What is the species of corn principally produced in those countries ? — The 
greatest proportion is certainly oats, but there is a good deal of barley, and 
some wheat. 

If the communication with Dublin by the Royal Canal was opened, do you 
conceive that it would have the effect of increasing the cultivation of wheat, in 
consequence of having the Dublin market? — It would, in time. 

Do you think that that would be more facilitated by the completion of the 
Royal Canal, than by the present course of the river and the Grand Canal ? — I 
have no doubt, inasmuch as I prefer a canal to a navigable river. 

Do you know the bridge across the Shannon at Tarmonbarry, and the road 
from thence to Stokestown ? — I know 7 both sides; and as far as the nature of the 
country will admit of it, is almost alone tillage, and by far the thickest inhabited 
part of the county of -Roscommon. 



John Killaly , Esq. was called in, and Examined. 



YOU have been lately employed on a survey of lines, for the completion of 
the Royal Canal from Coolnahay to Tarmonbarry ? — I have. 

I believe your instructions were, to report upon that line between those points 
which you thought could be executed at the least expense, and within the 
shortest period of time ? — These were my instructions. 

What line have you so reported ? — A line from Coolnahay, by Bullinacarrig and 
Ballymahon, to Tarmonbarry. 

198. F Do 
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John Killaly, Ho you recollect the original line by which it was proposed to carry the 
Esq. ' Royal Canal by Coolnahay to Tarmonbarry ? — I do; by Mr. Evans’ line. 

> How many lines have there been?— Three, I believe. The first line was laid 

out by Mr. Evans; another by Mr. Jones; and another by Mr. Townshend. 

Do you recollect the estimates of those lines ? — 1 do not know the estimate of 
Mr. Evans’s line. 

Have you attentively considered them, and satisfied your own mind ? — I have; 
that the one I have laid out is the cheapest, and can be executed in the shortest 
time. 

How near does your line approach to the Grand Canal, at the nearest 
point? — I do not think it approaches nearer at any point than 16 or 17 Irish 
miles. At the starting at Coolnahay, I conceive they are about 16 or 17 miles 
apart, and at the distance of 14 miles, proceeding on the new line, they are 
by the road 20 miles apart, and at the junction with the Shannon they are 
36!- miles apart. 

At Ballymahon what is the distance from the Grand Canal? — About twenty 
miles by the road. 

Explain the principles upon which you have made out your estimate?— 
I made it out at such prices as I know the work can be done for ; and I have 
added to that 15 per cent, to cover the expense of superintendence and 
casualties. 

You are of course aware that other lines have been proposed in a more nor- 
therly direction, for the conveyance of the Royal Canal ? — I am. 

Have you surveyed any of them ? — I have. 

Explain to the Committee the different lines which you have surveyed?— 
I have laid out a line departing from the Royal Canal at Thomastown, about 
33 miles from Dublin, which passes near to Castle Pollard, Finae, and Purtanure 
going to Lough Allen ; and I also laid out a branch from that line at Purtanure 
to Lough Erne. 

Explain the amount of the estimate of that line, and the period within which 
you thought it could be executed? — The line from Lough Allen I estimate 
at 4 1 1 ,000 /. independent of the ofF-branch to Lough Erne. 

Could it be executed in so short a time as the proposed line from Coolnahav 
to Tarmonbarry ? — It could not by any means, because it is but 24 miles and "a 
half from Coolnahay to Tarmonbarry, and it is 67 and a half from Thomas- 
to.vn to Lough Allen ; the expense of the line from Thomastown to Purtanure 
would be 200,000/.; from Purtanure to Lough Allen, 211,000/.; and from 
Purtanure to Lough Erne 1 10,000/. 

The Committee understand that estimate to have been made out in the 
year 1899; can it be considered as a correct estimate of the expense which 
would now be incurred ? — I think so ; as I conceive the people are so much 
in want of work, that they would do it full as cheap now as they would have 
done it then. 

Did you survey any other line? — Yes ; I surveyed a branch from the Lough 
Allen line to near Tarmonbarry, branching off at Farthaman. As one of the 
objections of the Royal Canal Company to the northern line was, that they were 
bound to form a junction with the Shannon, at or near Tarmonbarrv, I made 
a survey of that branch from Farthaman, to show that it was practicable to form 
a communication by the northern line with the Shannon near Tarmonbarry. 

Is there a constant supply of water to the Roval Canal ?— I believe there is 

Do you think it will be sufficient in summer ? — I do. 

Did you see it last summer? — I did not; but I sent a person to look at it 
lately, and I made a report on that subject to Mr. Sackville Hamilton, Chairman 
of the Board of Navigation, on the 9th of February 1813, which appears now 
in the printed papers of this session. 

Do you know Lough Ree ? — Yes ; very well. 

Do you conceive it to be a safe navigation at all periods of the year, in its 
present state ? — Comparatively speaking, it is by no means as safe*nor as certain 
as a canal or a still water navigation. 

Are there not several sands, on which boats would be liable to run ? — I believe 
there are ; but I think the navigation of Lough Ree is less dangerous now than 
it was formerly, in consequence of an accurate survey with soundings having 
been lately made by order of the Directors General, maps of which have been 
pretty generally distributed. 

Considering 
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Considering the distance from Tarmonbarry to Dublin by the Shannon and John KUtely, 
Grand Canal, and the distance from Tarmonbarry to Dublin by the pronosed , 

line of the Royal Canal, and considering also the danger and uncertaint y of the V ^ 

navigation of Lough Ree, do you conceive that the trade with Dublin could 
be cameo on to the same extent by the Grand Canal as by the Royal Canal •— 

Ly no means; because the distance from Dublin to Tarmonbarry by the Royal 
Canal will be but 70 and | miles, and by the Grand Canal and the Shannon it 
will be nearly 100 miles. 

Do you suppose then, that the completion of the Royal Canal will increase 
'the trade and intercourse between the country near Tarmonbarry and Dublin 
I do ; very materially. J 

If the Royal Canal were not completed to Tarmonbarry, do you think any 
increase whatever would take place by means of the Shannon, and the Grand 
Lana . I do think there would, but by no means to the same extent that it 
would, were the Royal Canal finished to Tarmonbarry. 

V hat do you conceive would be the relative proportions of the increase, ac- 
cording to the two different lines?— My answer to this would be mere guess; but 
the disproportion between the two I conceive would be very considerable; I 
know the farmers do now incur the expense of 12 to 15 miles of land carriage, in 
transporting grain from the neighbourhood of Ballymahon to the Royal Canal 
at Coomahay, in preference to sending it by the Shannon and the Grand Canal. 

Do you conceive that that preference of the Royal Canal navigation is 
caused by the reduction 01 the tolls on the Royal Canal so considerably below 
the rate of tne Grand Canal ?— I do think in part it is; but if the tolls were 
equal, I conceive the Royal Canal would get the preference from the country I 
have mentioned ; one great reason for which is, the circuity and the uncertainty, 
of the Shannon navigation. J 

♦ Of the increased Dublin trade which would follow the completion of the 
Royal Canal, do you think that 3-4 ths would in the course of 10 or 20 years 
mind its way to Dublin by the Shannon and Grand Canal, if the other were not 
completed ?— I am rather inclined to think not. 

Do you think that one half would? — I declare I think not, because I am of 
opinion that the certainty of having the corn in market by a certain day, would 
be an inducement to sending it by the Royal Canal, even though the expense 
should be much greater. 

Do you know for what length of time in the year, the navigation of Lough 
Ree may be impeded? — When I was making this late survey, I had the curiosity 
to enquire of the people of the country that were sending corn to Coolnahay, 
why they did not send it by Lough Ree, the Shannon, and the Grand Canal, 
instead of incurring the expense of 14 or 15 miles land carriage to Coolnahay 1 
the answer I got was, that they might put their corn in a boat on Lough Ree’ 
and if they went to that place three weeks afterwards, they might find the boat 
there, and the corn on board. 

Is not that a disadvantage to which all river navigation is liable, as compared 
with canals ? — No; I conceive that there are some river navigations in Ireland 
that are not so liable to those delays. 

Will you point out any one navigable river in Ireland that is not subject to 
these kind of delays ? — 1 conceive the Limerick and the Barrow navigation are 
not, from the circumstance of their having track-ways along the banks, which • 

Lough Ree has not, nor cannot have. 

Did you understand from those countrymen, that that delay was occasional, 
or frequent ? — Fr-equent. 

Had you been originally consulted in the laying out of the Royal Canal,' 
would you have laid it out in a direction so near to the Grand Canal as it at 
present runs, with a view to the general improvement of Ireland ? — I think I 
would not, allowing me to choose my line ; but I always understood that the 
line was to go to or near Tarmonbarry, by law and by charter. 

Do not you conceive that the produce of the land included between the two 
canals might be taken by either, if ■the other was away ?— Not so cheaply. 

Do you conceive a line from Thomastown to Lough Erne, or the comple- 
tion of the canal from Coolnahay to Tarmonbarry, would be most beneficial to 
the Public ? — I think the line to Lough Erne. 

Which ol those two lines do you conceive would be most beneficial to th§ 
iRoyal Canal Company? — The line to Tarmonbarry. 

Are 
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Are you acquainted with the Upper Shannon, from Tarmonbarry to Carrick ? 

• — Yes. 

What is the distance ? — I do not now know, but will inform you at your next 
meeting. 

Are there anv interruptions to the navigation ? — I believe the navigation is not 
a perfect one; but boats ply on it to and beyond Carrick. 

Boats; of what tonnage? — I cannot well answer that, it is according to the 
season of the year; the boats in the summer time must be very light in their 
burthen, but in the winter time they could carry a great deal more. It is, how- 
ever, in a progressive state of improvement, under the directions of the Directors 
General. 

You cannot speak positively then to any obstructions in the navigation ? — 
I believe there is nothing absolutely to impede the passage of boats of light 
burthen to near Leitrim. 

Are you acquainted with the navigation from Carrick to Lough Allen? — There 
is not a perfect navigation, as there are falls near Lough Allen that prevent a 
communication with that Lough. 

Are those falls of a nature capable of being removed ? — They are capable of 
being avoided, and an estimate has been made for that purpose. 

Your Estimate for the completion of the Royal Canal, from Coolnahay to 
Tarmonbarry, is about 198,000 l. and you say, that the period of completing it 
would be about four years ? — Yes. 

What part of that sum do you think would be required in the first year, and 
jn the succeeding years ? — About 50,000 /. a year. 



Mercu rii, 31 0 die Martij, 1813. 

CHARLES STEWART HAWTHORNE, Esq. in The Chair. 

John Killaly, Esq. again called in, and Examined. 

SUPPOSING the line of the Royal Canal completed to Tarmonbarry, how 
would you propose to communicate with the northern line before mentioned ? — By 
departing from that line at a place called BaUinacarrig, crossing the Inny, and 
joining the northern line before mentioned at Culdony. 

What do you conceive would be the expense of that line ? — The distance to 
Culdony would be 10 miles, and the expense, to that point, I suppose, about 
60,000/. 

Would it be on one level without any lock ? — It would. 

Supposing that line to be carried on towards Lough Erne, how far would the 
same level continue? — About six miles further, making in all 16 miles on one 
level. 

__ W hat is the nature of the country it would pass through in respect of tillage ?— 
Very convenient to a fertile country. 

How near would it come .to Granard ? — Within less than three miles. 

Is Granard a considerable corn market ? — I understand it is one of the greatest 
markets in that country, particularly for oat meal. 

Supposing that line to be carried into effect, do you conceive that it would tend 
to increase the cultivation of wheat ? — Very much. 

What is the distance from Culdony to Lough Erne by that line? — About 
2.6 mdes. 

What do you estimate .that at?— 182,000 1, 

[The Witness was directed to withdraw. 

Nicholas Fanning, Esq. called in, and Examined. 

Nicholas Fanning, IN what capacity do you appear before the Committee, in respect to the 

v / affairs of the Royal Canal Company? — As one of the directors of the Grand 

~ Canal Company, I was authorized to attend the Committee, in order that if any 

intended branch of the Royal Canal was thought to interfere with the present 
trade of the Grand Canal, to offer such objections as occurred to that extension. 

State 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



Evidence.] ON INLAND NAVIGATION IRELAND. 2 c 



State to the Committee the objections on the part of the Grand Canal Com- 
pany to the extension of the Royal Canal by Ballymahon to Tarmonbarry ? All 

the objections that the court of directors of the Grand Canal have to offer upon 
that subject, are contained in a Letter of our’s to Mr. Peel, and one to 
Mr. Gregory on that subject, which are now in print and before the Committee • 
in fact, they contain every thing which we, as a court of directors of the Grand 
Canal, had to offer against that line. 

Do you conceive that the Grand Canal would incur any danger, by the ex- 
tension of the Royal Canal to Tarmonbarry, of any part of the trade to the 
southward of Tarmonbarry going by the Royal Canal to Dublin ? I do, inas- 

much as we have a revenue from that part of the Shannon, from Glassen, Lanes- 
borough, and other parts particularly; we had an application from several traders 
some time ago, complaining of the want of sufficient beacons being placed in 
Lough Rce, for the safe navigation of that lough, which was signed by several 
traders, and which we transferred to the directors general, in order to have 
them placed in the lake, for the safety of the navigation. 

Do not you imagine that the stream of the Shannon running from Tarmon- 
barry towards the Grand Canal, must give a great advantage to the conveyance 
of all produce from the banks of that river below Tarmonbarry being carried 
even, though equi-distant from both canals, by the Grand rather than by the 
Koyal Canal?— I rather should think it would,*’ if that were the cay, but T do 
not feel myself competent to form an accurate opinion on this subject; but there 
were several witnesses examined before the Privy Council, and they all went to 
this, that the junction of the Royal Canal at Tarmonbarry would be injurious 
to the trade oi the Grand Canal, so far as to the carriage of goods upon the 
Upper Shannon ; and some of their evidence, as far as I can charge my recol- 
lection, went to say that it would affect the trade from Athlone, inasmuch as the 
tolls payable upon the Royal Canal were only one halfpenny a mile per ton, 
and on the Grand Canal, independent of the Shannon, threepence a ton 
per mile. 

Arc you of the same opinion yourself?— I think that from the respectability 
of the traders that are now embarked on the Grand Canal, and the regularity 
of the establishment already made, that it would not be the case in respect to 
the trade from Athlone downwards, supposing the tolls upon each canal to be 
at equal rates. 

Supposing the Royal Canal completed in the line proposed to Tarmonbarry, 
and the rate of charge on both canals to be the same, do yon conceive that any 
other circumstance than that of conveyance would induce the trade to prefer the 
one canal to the other? — I should rather think that they would prefer the line 
of the Royal Canal, as being more convenient for that part of the country about 
Tarmonbarry ; the only thing that might make any difference to a trader would 
be this, that it the wind was fair for Shannon harbour, in such case a boat 
would go by the Grand Canal to Dublin at less expense, inasmuch as the Grand 
Canal from Shannon harbour to Dublin is but 62 miles, the Royal Canal 
connecting at Tarmonbarry with the Shannon would be 70 \ miles, and the 
difference of freight and toll on both canals would make on 50 tons about 61 . 
in favour of the Grand Canal. 1 think that that would be sufficient to cover the 
expense of the carriage of a boat load of goods between Tarmonbarrv and the 
Grand Canal, provided the wind continued fair and there were no impediment 
to the navigation. 



Do not you consider the navigation of Lough Ree to be both uncertain and 
dangerous ? — I think at certain periods of the year it must be so. 

Could that lake be navigated coming from the north by a south-west wind? 

I believe not, but I was never on Lough Ree. 

Do you know whether these are the most prevalent winds? — They are the 
most prevalent winds. 

Do you conceive that any part of the trade south of Athlone would, under the 
supposition of equal rates of charge, be induced to prefer the conveyance by 
the Royal Canal to that of the Grand Canal? — I should rather think not; if the 
establishments were equally well conducted, and sufficient water in each, it is 
natural to suppose they would prefer the line that was nearest them, provided, 
the rate of tolls were the same on both canals. 



Which do you think would be most advantageous to the counties adjacent to 
the Upper Shannon, in respect to increasing and improving tillage and agriculture ; 
T 9^ U a Cora- 
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Nicholas Fanning, 



a communication with Dublin by the Grand Canal, or by a continuation of the 
Royal Canal by Bally rnahon and Tarmonbarry, supposing the latter canal to 
be complete and efficient ? — Provided the establishment was equally well con- 
ducted, I should rather think that the Royal Canal would be the most advan- 
tageous; I also think that if the Royal Canal was not finished to Tarmonbarry, 
that the Grand Canal would get a considerable part of the corn in that part of 
the country, and which at present they receive a great part of, inasmuch as 
the revenue received by the Grand Canal at present amounts to about 
500/. a year. 

To what extent do you think the trade from the countries adjoining Tarmon- 
barry would be carried on by the Shannon and Grand Canal with Dublin? — 
It is only now in its infancy, and I should suppose would considerably 
increase. 

Am I right then in supposing you to state, that, taking into consideration the 
line of the stream of the Shannon, and chance of the northerly winds, the Grand 
Canal would stand at least upon an equal footing with the Royal Canal, as to con- 
veyance of the product of parts equadi slant from both canals ? — I think we should 
have the trade from Athlone, that is, from the southern side of Lough Ree ; and 
the Royal Canal would have it from the northern side, what is called the Upper 
Shannon ; and I also think that the Grand Canal would get the trade of the 
part of the country joining Lough Ree next to Athlone, provided the rates of 
toll and charges on both canals were the same. I deliver this merely as matter 
of opinion. 

You have stated that you think, in the case of a northerly w ind, even should 
the Royal Canal be carried into the Shannon at Tarmonbarry, the products of 
the neighbourhood of that place even might often be carried With advantage by 
the Grand Canal ? — Yes, in the case as I mentioned, when there was a fair 
wind. 

Do not you understand the produce of the shores of Lough Ree to be very 
considerable? — I do not know of my own knowledge, but I have heard they 
are particularly in the neighbourhood of Bally m.thon. 

Must it not in your opinion be a great advantage to the country between the 
two canals, and especially to the shores of Lough Ree, to be able at any time 
and with any wind to go to Dublin, as I apprehend they would be,' if the 
Royal Canal was carried into the Shannon at Tarmonbar, v ?— No doubt, it must 
be an advantage to the country. 

What are the winds that commonly prevail upon Lough Ree ?— I believe they 
are generally unfavourable to its navigation, particularly to boats north of that 
lake, on their voyage to the Grand Canal ; but, as I stated before, I was never 
on Lough Ree. 

Do you know whether there is ever any insurance made upon boats passing 
Lough Ree? — There is a general insurance on the Shannon. 

How long is it since the Grand Canal joined the Shannon at Shannon 
harbour? — I think it is about nine years. 

What are the principal articles of trade from which your profits are derived ? 

Corn, merchandize and turf, principally corn. 

Have you any carriage of limestone ? — Yes; very extensive quarries of lime- 
stone at Gollorston ; a great deal of limestone is exported to America and other 
places ; it is taken out as ballast. 

Do the same boats as are used iu the navigation of the Shannon commonlv 
pass along your canal to Dublin ?— They do always: a canal boat will not answer 
for the navigation of the Shannon,, but a Shannon boat answers for the navigation 
of the canaI - [The Witness was directed to withdraw. 



John Killaly, Esq. again called in, and Examined. 

John Killaly, H AVE you examined, arid are you aware of the kind of soil through which 
Esij. the Royal Canal passes in its proposed extension ? — Yes. 

' Is there limestone in it ? — There is. 

Are you aware, whether, by that line of the Royal Canal, a communication 
would be opened between any parts of the country in which limestone is de- 
ficient, and those which you describe as abounding in it? — I do not think there 
is a want 01 limestone on any part of the line, but I .am net acquainted with the 
country westward of it. 

Do 
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Do you know any thing of the soil on the hanks of thelnny? — It is chiefly J°^ n Villalj/, 
verged by bog, but limestone is convenient to it ; the limestone is so abundant in ^"' 1 ' 
that part of the country, that the roads are made of it. ' v 

Have you lately made any estimate of the expense of improving the Shannon 
navigation, from Tarmonbarry northward? — No, I have not lately; but some 
years ago I assisted Mr. Jessop in making an estimate: that estimate was for 
finishing it in the most complete and perfect manner, making extensive inland 
cuts to avoid the lakes, with trackways along the river wherever the river was 
followed; but the river was to have been abandoned for the greater part of 
the course. I. have lately made a rough calculation for making the Shannon 
navigable from Tarmonbarry to Lough Allen, for boats carrying from 20 to 25 
tons, amounting to about 60,000 /. 

How many miles is it? — There are 27 miles of the Shannon above Tarmonbarry 
at present navigable for boats of light burthen. 

V hat kind of navigation do you suppose the sum of 60,000/. w hich you have 
before mentioned, wouidcomplete the Shannon from Tarmonbarry to Lough Allen ? 

—A navigation capable of carrying boats of from 20 to 25 tons ; a navigation 
of the same description, though not of equal depth, with that now possessed on 
the Shannon by the Grand Canal Company. 

In estimating the profits to be derived from the completion of the Royal 
Canal to Tarmonbarry, did you include the advantages to be expected from that 
improvement cf the navigation of the Upper Shannon ? — Yes, I naturally 
look to that improvement as necessary to he made in any case. 

How many miles of that part of the river remains still perfectly impracticable 
to navigation ? — I believe there are seven miles. 

Is the greater portion of the 60,000/. that you have mentioned, to be em- 
ployed in making that seven miles navigable, or in improving the remaining 
27? — I reckon, that 45,000/. of the 60,000/. will be required lor making that 
seven miles navigable ; and that the remaining 15,000/. should be expended in 
improving the 27 miles. 

I)o you know much of the produce of the banks of Lough Allen ? — I under- 
stand the neighbourhood of Lough Allen produces coal and ironstone in great 
abundance ; there were formerly extensive iron w'orks carried on there. 

What winds are commonly found to prevail on the Shannon ? — South-westerly. 

Will a south-west wind answer for carrying sailing boats up the Shannon, all 
the way from Athlone, as far as it is navigable? — I believe it would. 

With an adverse wind, do you understand that a boat, taking advantage of the 
stream, could get down the river Shannon?— If the wind was strong against 
her, I conceive she could not. 

But in moderate weather do you conceive that would he the case ? — I think 
she could if the current was strong; but as far as I know of the Shannon there is 
very little of it that has any great strength of stream. 



Veneris, 2 die Aprilis, 1813. 

The EARL of DESART in The Chair. 

John Killaly, Esq. again called in, and Examined. 

WHICH do you conceive the sum of money required for the completion of 
the Canal to Tarmonbarry would be most advantageously disposed of, in con- 
tinuing the Canal to that point, or in being expended as far as it would carry the 
line to Lough Erne ? — I conceive the money would be better laid out in carrying 
the line to Tarmonbarry. 0 

Were you always of that opinion, or did you ever give a different opinion ?■ — It 
might be inferred that I did formerly give a different opinion, from a letter I wrote, 
to the directors of the Grand Canal Company; but I think, upon explanation, 
my present answer will not appear to be contradictory to it. 

Upon what ground?- — At that time I was of opinion that the line from Cool- 
n ahay to Tarmonbarry would cost 250,000 /. (that was merely a matter of opinion) 
which sum I did then conceive the Royal Canal Company might lay out more 

advantageously 
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advantageously on a northern extension, as that sum would carry such extension 
J to near K ,1 ishandra, about 38 miles from Thomastown ; but as the Se from 
Coolnahay to Tarmonbarry may, according to my late estimate, founded, on an 
actual survey, be executed for l.ttle more than ,98,000 /. I am disposed to think 
he latter stun, ctrcutnstanced as the Royal Canal Company now are would be 
best latd out m extending the Canal ,0 Tarmonbarry, particularly as it does n „t 
U,n8hEr ^ " hidi 1 “““ 

What precise meaning do you affix to the words which you have used cir- 
cumstanced as the Royal Canal Company now Is ?_I conceive that tlmy are n 

thlfcan Ff cir , c ™ s * ances . a " d it would bo an object for thorn to execute 
that Canal from which they would soonest derive a revenue 

Is the Committee then to understand that you do not recommend the line 
upon grounds of strong public expediency alsoV-No, I do not; if the Cm, a is 
tostop in a northerly direction after ,98,000/. is expended 

But with the probability of further extension on the northern line with a 
further expense necessary towards extending it, would you recommend he expmfdi 
^gl&oooL u P on the extension of the Royal Canal to TaZnbarry, orto tt 

h”t I am raU,CTrnclt“d Ve . me ” t,0ned 'Vi cwm< * *■>«* "' ith confidence as to that, 

' n , 1 In “ ,ned t0 '-ocommend the expenditure towards the north ; in the 
one case the benefits of extending the line to Tarmonbarry would not be siomlv 

materi^ benefit f de If W ° Uld be ' TOt °“ lhat b »‘ I naturally look tofery 
matei a! benefits from the communication with the Shannon by connecting with 
34 miles of river navigation to the northward of Tarmonbarry, exclusive of what 

file otfeThund Tl fr ° m U,e S 'rT" S °" th "' ard ° f Taii’oubarry ; nf” „n 
the other hand, if I can suppose the line to be executed to Lowd, Erne I look 

Whftf ft , ad r l 'r“f S f,0m the navigation of Lough Erne itself, 

B-hn b t Rehelr “ f ‘he navigation on Lough Erne ?— It extends from near 
U Jtiu bit to Bel leek, a distance ol about 30 miles. 

I am. 6 y ° U Speak ‘ nS of the northern ]mc > commencing from Thomastown ?— 

Tif for Joining Lough Erne; the one setting ont 
rfd ■ near Thomastown; the other for extending the Iiovab 

Canal as fat as Ballmacarng, and thence proceeding to Lough Erne; whic/of 

he HnlTl r 68 ? ■ °“ y °f f mclined t0 P refer - if !t "-ere determined to extend f 
Canal ivonidT ™ “ ”°‘'* erl y ^irectton ?--I f I could suppose that the Royal 
h no t T b extended from Coolnahay to Tarmonbarry, I would prefer that 

am to ItnVrsltS; ^ Taf 

dbJSm'tlmR ^^ mnhem eXtemi ° n ““ '™" ld 

preim tetr Se, J-Tb a oVV ~ ““ ^ ^ 

How far ,s it yet distant from Ballinacarrig /-About 4 miles, 
would T°r»?e n f ,Ve . f ' be 13 mi ' es ai rea( iy executed beyond Thomastown 
great 'wliiclfinight 

tended f S "j°“ di K ai f * do Wicve the canal would not have been o x . 

*» b - 

carrigT— d Relieve “ ‘° lhat P° int > *> Ballina- 

ff l j“ t " r ° u f be ‘he expense of forming ajunction between the Royal Cairl 
at Ballmacarng and Lough Erne, in your opinion ?-In mv opinion h would 
cost 242,000/.; the distance is about 36 miles, 10 miles of which I We nnt 
aclual!y surveyed but have reason to think it would cost about 6o,ooo/ „s i 
would be on one level, and without a lock ; the remainder 1 state from a formf 
survey and estimate. nomaiormer 

Would not that extension from Coolnahay to Ballinacarrig ho common to 

* he -*• 

expensive part of the'' line towards 

Ballinacarrig, 
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Ballinacarrig, should you have any hesitation in recommending its extension j u j, n Killaiu. 
to Tarmonbarry before, in point of time, that to Lough Erne? — It would he the Etq. 

most expensive part, and I should have no hesitation if the line were carried » 1 

to Ballinacarrig, in preferring its extension to Tarmonbarry, to that of extending 
it to Lough Erne. 

You still continue of opinion that the line to Lough Erne from Thomastown, 
and that from Coolnahay to Lough Erne by Ballinacarrig, are balanced in ad- 
vantages? — I do, provided I can suppose that the canal will never be extended 
from Ballinacarrig to Tarmonbarry. 

But taking into consideration the probability of that extension, do net you 
think the line for the extension of the Royal Canal by Ballinacarrig is to be 
preferred upon grounds of public expediency? — My answer still to that would 
be, taking for granted that the line to Tarmonbarry will be executed, I should 
prefer the northern line that would depart from Ballinacarrig. 

State the several projects that suggest themselves to you, for extending the 
Royal Canal. 

[The Witness delivered in a Paper, of which the following is a copy.] 



Summary VIEW of several PROJECTS for extending The ROYAL CANAL: 



From Thomastown, by Purtanure, to Lough Erne - 
From Thomastown, by - D° - to Lough Allen - 
From Thomastown, by - D° - to Lough Erne and to Lough Allen 



From Thomastown, by Purtanure and Farthaman, to the Camlin River, 
miles North of Tarmonbarry ------ 



From Coolnahay, by Ballinacarrig, to Tarmonbarry - 



From Coolnahay, by Ballinacarrig, to Tarmonbarry - 
Improvements, &c. on the Shannon, from Tarmon- " 
barry to Lough Allen, necessary to 
navigable for boats of from 20 to 25 t 



n Tarmon- 1 
• render it > 
>ns burthen ) 



£■ 

i9S,ooo 



34 say 60,000 



Total from Coolnahay, by Tarmonbarry, to Lough Allen 



From Coolnahay to Ballinacarrig - 
From Ballinacarrig, by ltathowen and Culdony, to] 
Lough Erne - - - - - - - J 



M. £. 

4 - - 38,000 

36 - - 242,000 



Total from Coolnahay, by Ballinacarrig, Rathowen and Culdony, 
to Lough Erne - -- -- -- - 



From Coolnahay, by Ballinacarrig, to Tarmonbarry - 
Improvements, &c. oti the Shannon to Lough Allen 1 
as before 3 

Branch from Ballinacarrig t® Lough Erne - as before 



M. 



£ 

198,000 



24c 

34 - - 60,000 

36 - - 242,000 



Total from Coolnahay, by Tarmonbarry, to Lough Allen, and 7 
from Ballinacarrig to Lough Erne - - - - - f 





Ei pens. 


Distance 
from Dublin. 




£■ 


Miles. 


A. 


- 310,000 


8oj * 


B. 


- 411,000 


lOOy 


C. 


- 521,00® 


exclusive of 



tiie expense of communicating with 
the Shannon, uear Leitrim. 



54c ' D - - 354-000 
24! - D. - 198,000 



58 1 - B. - 258,000 



94» - C. - 500,000 



Tarmonbarry. 

7°i 



i°4f 



* Note . — In order to.enable the Committee on Inland Navigation to contrast the several Lines with 
each othei, I have marked such as terminate at the same point with the same letters. 

John Killaly. 



Do you think the examination yon have made, proceeds on data sufficiently 
certain to enable you to give the Committee a reasonable confidence that the 
expense, which you there state, will be sufficient to complete the work to which 
these different estimates apply? — The different estimates were formed according 
to the best of my judgment ; but I would have more confidence in my last 
estimate, covering the expense of the work from Coolnahay to Tarmonbarry 
than I would in that of the other estimates; from this circumstance, that I had 
little or no assistance from any former surveys ou the northern line, and that my 
198. H estimate 
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John KUhily , estimate on that line was framed from only one view or survey thereof; whereas 

, on . tIle ,in ® flom Coolnahay to Tarmonbarry, I h;id the advantage of the 
S/ estimates that had been made by other engineers, and also of the maps and 

sections of the same. On the northern line my orders were, to ascertain nearlu 
the expense of those lines, which I was doubtful would never be executed- 
whereas on the line from Coolnahay to Tarmonbarry, I did think it extremely 
probable that a contract might be entered into, founded on the estimate that I 
furnished to the Directors General, and consequently entered more minutely into 
an examination of that line. J 

Have you such confidence in the estimate for the last mentioned line, that you 
would be induced yourself to enter into a contract for the execution of the works 
for the amount of that estimate ? — I have. 

You mentioned that the Royal Canal, upon reaching Tarmonbarry, would 
communicate with 34 miles of river navigation ; between what points of the 
Shannon are those 34 mites included !— Between Tarmonbarry and Lough Allen, 
of which 27 miles are at present navigable, but under improvement, and seven 
miles are to be made navigable. 

Is the Shannon navigable between Tarmonbarry and Lough Ree? It is. 

Have you surveyed any lines of canal to the westward of the Shannon between 
Lough Ree and Lough Allen ? — No. 



Veneris, 9“ die Jprilis 1813. 

The EARL of DESART in The Chair. 
John Rennie, Esquire, called in, and Examined. 



Join Rennie, Esq. WHETHER you have examined the line proposed for the extension of the 
Royal Canal by Bollmacarng to Tarmonbarry, with sufficient accuracy to give 
an opinion on its expediency ?— I have not. • 

,, Y S"' lette ?™ the SHl >iect of the Royal Canal, in printed papers referred by 
the House of Commons to this Committee, then, did not refer to that line i— 
Certainly not. 

Whether upon the vague observation, which I understand you to have made 
of the hue by Ballmacamg to Tarmonbarry, you think that a sufficient supply of 
water for the purposes of the canal might be obtained throughout the year >— 
As tar as I recollect, the impression upon my mind was, that the supply of water 
was am P le - [The Witness was directed to wifhdraw 



Mr. James Murray, called in, and Examined. 



Mr. 

^ James Murray. 



ARE these Papers correct statements taken from the books of the Royal Canal 
Company ?— -They are correct ; I have compared them with the books of the 
Royal Canal Company, wherein the interest and dividends as paid are entered. 
[The Papers were put in.] 

[The Witness was directed to withdraw. 
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R AC F from the Books of the Royal Canal Company, shewing the 
Merest on the Debentures issued by the said Company, as paid by the 
Treasurers to said Company, on the sundry Loans of 1792, 1794, 1795, 
1796, 1801, 1803, 1804, 1805, 1806, 1807, 1808, 1809, and 1810. 

Loan 1 792 Amount as per Account £, 30,000 

1 794 D° - - - - - - - £. 10,000 

From which deduct 3 Deb*, N° 27, 34, and 
88, of£. 100. which are supposed to be 
cancelled, as the interest thereon was 
never claimed - ^oo 

9,700 

1795 In n"K 4 . 45 ,^ «,5oo 

50 Deb of ^.50 



Deduct N" 143 a’ 150, .£• 50. each; 

^“ 343 , 344 , 393 , and from 431 a' 445, 
of £. 100. each, upon which no in- 
terest was paid - 2,200 

1796 N"758 75 ,8oo 

Deduct m N® 140, of £. 50. - - - 7 ,ooo 

68,800 

No Interest claimed on N° 490 - - «£*. 50 

536 - - 100 

631 a’ 630 - 1,000 
641 a’ 700 - 6,000 
757 & 75 8 - 200 



1801 In N° 1,430, amount 

180 3 In N° 1,100, amount .... 110,000 

140 at ,£.50. each ----- 7 ’ 00 o 

xt 103,000 

N° 2,558 & 2,780, of £. 1 00. each, interest not 

claimed - -- -- - - - - 200 

1804 In N° 169, amount ----- 16,900 

Deduct 9 of £. 50. ----- ’ 450 

180 5 In N“ 695, amount t 69,500 

50 Deb* of £. 50. each - 2,500 



Deduct N® 3,682 - - - - 

3,813 - - - - 

3,819 - - . - 

Interest not claimed « 

1806 In N® 1,627, amount * 

* Deduct £. 1 50. of £. 50. each 

1807 i n N“ 810, amount 

Deduct 100 of £. 50. each - 



6 69,5 00 
- 2 > 5 °° 

67,000 

• £. 100 
5 ° 

50 



- i6‘2,7co 

- 7 » 5 °° 

- 61,000 

- 5 >°°° 



450 

16,450 



76,000 

Carried forward - - £. 701,200 
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Loan 1808 


Brought forward - - £ 
In N°552, amount - 55,200 

Deduct 1 00 of £. 50. each - 5,000 


701,200 




50,200 

N°* 2,984 a’ 2,989, marked cancelled - - 600 


49,600 

80,000 


1809 


In N° 900, amount - 90,000 

Deduct 200 of £. 50. each - 10,000 


1810 


In N° 400, amount - 40,000 

Deduct 100 of £. 50. each - - - 5 ’ooo 




xt 35,000 

N“ 3»933 a 3,98a, of £.$o. each - £. 2,500 
4> OI 5 --------- - 100 

From 4,153 to 4,18a 3>0 oo 

No Interest claimed on - 5,600 


29,400 




Net Amount of Loans, upon which Interest was paid £. 




860,200 




ROYAL CANAL CAPITAL STOCK. 





Amount - £. 300,000 

Dividends unclaimed; viz. — on 



- 151 a’ 159 


- 


- 


- 


- 


£■ 900 


223 a’ 225 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 300 


250 a’ 260 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 1,100 


321 - 


- 


- 


- 


_ 


100 


- 383 & 384 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 200 


- 390- 


- 


- 


- 


. 


100 


- 761 - 


- 


- 


_ 


. 


- 100 


- 767 a ’ 77 1 




- 


- 


. 


- 500 


- 837 a' 845 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 9 °o 


- 1,032 a’ 1,040 


- 


- 


1 


- 


- QOO 


- 1,564 a’ 1,568 


- 


- 




- 


- 5 00 


- 1,725 a’ 1,729 


- 


-- 




-- 


* 5 °o 


- *>745 a ’ 1 * 75 ° 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 600 


- i, 77 i - 


- 


■- 


- 


- 


- 100 


- 1,850 a’ 1,852 


- 


- 


- 




- 300 


- 1,890 a’ 1,892 


- 


- 


- 


. 


- 300 


- 1,986 a’ 1,989 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 400 


- 1,999 & 2,000 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 200 


- 2,044 a ’ 2,047 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 400 


- 2,094 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 100 


- 2,102 - 


' - 


- 


- 


- 


- 100 


- 2,204 “ 


- 


- 


- 


. 


- 100 


- 2,2:1 4 - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 100 


- 2,220 - 


- 


- 


- 


_ 


- 100 


- 2,236 - 






- 


- 


- 100 


- 2,291 - 


- 


- 


. 


- 


- 100 


- 2,296 a’ 2,300 


- 




- 


- 


- 5 00 


- 2,420 & 2,421 


- 


- 


- 


_ 


- 200 


- 2 :555 & 2 .556 


- 


- 


- 


. 


- 200 


- 2 ».773 - 


- 


- 


_ 


. 


- 100 j 


- -’,784 a’ 2,786 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 300 


Capital Stock upon 


which Dividends were paid £. 
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Martis , 13* die Aprilis 1813. 

The EARL of DESART in The Chair. 

Henry Ardbin, Esq. being called in ; 

The Resolution of Friday last was read, as follows : 

Resolved, 

THAT it is the Opinion of this Committee, that Mr. Arabin be now called in, Henry Arabin, Esq. 

to offer any defence he may think proper on the part of the Royal Canal Com- < ■ > 

pany, against the intervention of Parliament to declare a forfeiture of the charter. 

[The Witness then delivered in a Paper ; of which the following is a Copy.] 

“ IN entering upon the defence of the Company, without the advantage of any 
legal opinion, and without being perfectly acquainted with the precise points 
upon which an accusation is founded, that may in its consequences involve so 
serious a question, as the disfranchisement of a corporation, to whom a charter 
was solemnly granted by the Crown, and which charter was sanctioned by Par- 
liament; I hope for the indulgence of theCommittee, if I should not be able exactly 
and satisfactorily to hit and illustrate those parts of the . conduct of the company, 
that may have appeared to them to have been the mostprominent and exceptionable. 

“ I conceive, however, that the accusations formerly brought forward by a 
Committee of the late honourable House, are the same with those now intended, 
and that they are reducible to three distinct and separate heads, namely, 
that the company paid an interest to themselves upon the several instalments 
of their subscriptions, and thereby, contrary to the charter, reduced by so much 
the capital they had stipulated to employ in the undertaking ; that they had 
borrowed more money than they were allowed to do by their charter; and that 
they paid to themselves a dividend upon their capital, when their funds were by 
no means in a condition to allow them to do so : that these acts were attended by 
a system of delusion and fraud, which, by giving a false colour of prosperity to 
the affairs of the company, involved in their ruin multitudes of poor and 
ignorant individuals, who had no means of ascertaining the nature of their 
security, the extent of their debt, or the amount of their income ; whilst they 
enabled the actors in these scandalous scenes to withdraw themselves with ad- 
vantage from the impending calamity, and even to augment their fortunes at the 
expense ol the miserable victims of their arts and duplicity. 

“ That these are crimes of the deepest complexion, and that there may be, too, 

.1 ust reasons for accusing the actions of several individuals of the company, as pro- 
ductive of the misfortunes complained of, is proved, and admitted by the report of 
the committee of the company; and it is their ardent wish and desire, that the 
authors equally of their ruin, and that of their creditors, may meet with the 
punishment they merit ; but they humbly submit, that in this there is not suf- 
ficient ground for the forfeiture of their charter, or for involving the innocent in 
the fate of the guilty. That even amidst the atrocities of the South Sea scheme, 
the charter of that company was respected, whilst the delinquent directors were 
i- 5 ai1C * t * iat , P er ^ a P s there is not even a single precedent in the annals 
of 1 arliament of a charter being forfeited by their act and authority, whilst a 
remedy remained within the reach of the ordinary laws of the land. 

“ The instrument itself (as well as the Act) is silent upon this subject, and 
affixes no such extremity of punishment for the breach of its rules. 

“ Forfeiture is the death of a corporate body, and it would appear a viola- 
tion of all the maxims of criminal justice, to annex the punishment of death 
to a crime for which it was not specifically named ; and for which it was not 
publicly and notoriously known, as the legal and authorized consequence. 

“ But how much greater would the injustice appear, if it should be satisfac- 
orily proved, that the sufferers by such a summary sentence were only the instru- 
ments of others, whose power they had no means of resisting ; who struggled 
' v 11 .there remained a hope of success ; and who only yielded to what they 
conceived was the exercise of lawful authority. 

To prove those positions, I propose most humbly to shew, that the original 
c larter was annulled in its most protecting and provident clauses, its guarded 
• I and 
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Henry Arabia, Etq. and beneficial provisions destroyed, without the application or consent of the 

' ' “"W ; , a " d “ Act of Parliament, nnsouglrt by and unknown "» pro 

cured in the year 1798, winch suddenly and actually disfranchised more’than 
one-third of their number, and virtually nearly one-half; and which l,v incau 
tiously throwing an overwhelming and irresistible weight into the haiids^of a few 
weahhj proprietors,- was the first and real occasion of the ' % 

,T tre <r ;‘ h<! pafienceof the Committee, whilst I trace the origin, and 
lie , fT“ ? lm '°‘ lunale Aa ‘- The cautious proprietors of a mode 
rate stock had watched with attention the views of some of the more wealthy 
members of the corporation ; and so early as tile 2 1 st of March 1796, had carried 

tVe?t!n M 's, “ “ arkS ll r MSpid ° n - aff0r ' ,S » presumption^tliaThad 

allots lT,i ff T d *? rema,n and 10 retam the weight ia the company first 
allotted to them by charter, it would have been difficult to carry the measures 
that afterwards almost forcibly followed. On the 1 5 th of March { 7,6 a petition 
had been resolved on to Parliament, praying a grant of ,£.50,000! on condition' 
of advancmg £ 100,000. of their own, anil contracting to complete their canal to 
thetrStesT °“ th ° 2!St ° f lbatm0nth the billowing Resolution appears on 

„ “ Resolved unanimously, That no subject matter whatever be introduced 
„ p efore , arl lament, save only the matter contained in the Petition of this 
„ in? od ““d *,“* 1:0 '" dlvldual of this Corporation is authorized to 

introduce before Parliament any subject respecting the Corporation, s ave only 
the persons intrusted with their application.” 1 auou, save only 

j S " marked a suspicion taught cunning and address to the wily capitalist ■ 
and on the next occasion for presenting a petition for aid, the word's “'and for 
securing the property and interest of the company,” were introduced into the 
resolution. Acommittee was named for this purpose, who neverappear to have 
nme e? ll “ S rec0 ‘' de 1 d ’ " ever to ha '’e made any report to the company of their 
proceedings, never to have presented any petition, either to be read or approved 
of at any assembly of the corporation, nor ever to have acted in any visile or 
tangible manner whatever; and it is even to this day unknown to the cor 
poration, whether they or some individual procured this enactment, which was 
read in their board room to their dismay and astonishment. 

craft cTd W ( aS f bl11 ’ P, erha i’ s - for snch purposes framed with more extrordinarv 
craft and dexterity; and never was a time more opportunely andartMlysS 
for carrying such a design into secret and unobserved execution ^ 

. u nalon'y prevented from voting -the subscribers from £.100 to £600 
but, t prohibited those of the latter description, who could not attend the mttlgs 
m per on, from voting by proxy. I, augmented the power of the Wealthy 

of 'fifteen “"it 56111 h '“ "! t0 a aove, 'y numerous assembly, armed with the force 
of fifteen It was also brought forward before the fermentation of an imfortu 

distracted^ and*! f S “ bs,d ? d ’ and l >aS3ed '“to a law when the public attention was 
distracted , and the mind, accustomed to fear for even personal safety had ceased 
to regard with interest all objects of minor importance. Where slep! at this time 
the vigilant and protecting forms of Parliament, that appear t?have suffered 
such an Act to have passed without the usual examination and caution » Some 
petition at least might have been looked for from the proprietors- some proof of 
loss or disadvantage to the concern, from the consequences of ^unforeseenTcci 

it followed, that any ten of the greater proprietors might be able to command 1 m 
voices in a corporation, that never, with their greatest exertions, were able to Doll 
more than 213. And accordingly we find, that something like a conspiracy of 
Ibis nature was actually suspected to exist in the company ; and that ten ofthe 
othfpLir PrOSeC " ted f ° r misC °" d “ a ‘- a " d a "«%ud usui’p°ation 

t™"! Fl ? m tllIa P. er,od t0 tlle year iSoo, there does not seem to have been any 
tnnoaOtonsnfficienay marked to excite the attention of the Committee- bM 
when the measure of a legislative union was adopted, and before the consolid’ation 
ofthe two Parliaments was effected, a serious examination of the afSrs of 

company 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 







Evidence.] ON INLAND NAVIGATION, IRELAND. 35 

company took place. A new board was created under the title of the Board of HerrvArabin E*a 
Inland Navigation, directors appointed for the promotion and encouragement 1 S ’ 2 ' 
thereof, and the immense sum of £.5 00, 000. liberally granted to be distributed 
amongst the different works of that nature, then or thereafter to be established in 
that part of the empire; and the Canal now under the consideration of the Com- 
mittee was marked as one “ to which the same shall be especially applied, for the 
f purpose of opening one or more lines of communication betxveen Dublin and the 
“ river Shannon, and the rendering that river navigable from Lough Allen to the 
“ sea.” So magnificent a prospect seemed even to be held forth by the ministers 
of the day, as a part of the compensation due to the kingdom, for the sacrifice 
of their political consequence, for the generous abandonment of their local and 
long cherished private attachments, to the imagined welfare of the whole, and to 
the thereby expected concentration of the strength and resources of the 
empire. 

“ The examination alluded to above, was conducted under the auspices of 
Mr. Corry, then Chancellor of the Exchequer ; and the Report, although not 
quite accurately stated, makes the funded debt of the company £ 1 38. 200 
and their unfunded £.1 9,666. 8. 1. ; making the whole of the acknowledged 
and public debt of the company £. 157,866. 8. t. and leaving to them only 
the power, according to the supposed provisions of their charter, of borrowing 
£. 15,098. o. 9. more*. 0 

“ How then can either the Government, or the Directors General of Inland 
Navigation, pretend that they were ignorant at this time of the affairs of the 
company, and yet it was about this very time that a negociation was entered into 
with the latter, and ,£.95,866. 7. 10. applied, under the miscalled appellation 
ol a grant, for the express and avowed purpose of reviving and restoring the credit 
of the Company, and of enabling them to borrow more from the Public • the 
success of this expedient is made rather a subject of congratulation in a letter 
from the Directors General to the Lord Lieutenant, in which it is emphatically 
stated, “ that in this point they have been successful, that the credit of the 
“ corporation was revived, and that they had been enabled to raise by loan a 
“ sum of £. 170,000.” 

“ This sum was raised by two separate loans, which are perhaps the two most 
reprehensible that were ever entered into by the corporation ; they were vigo- 
rously opposed, as may be seen by the Report of the committee of the company • 
a. memorial against the first was presented to the Lord Lieutenant, in which all 
the circumstances attending it were clearly laid open, and its future disastrous 
effects on the company foretold with singular accuracy. 

“ That memorial is now before this present Committee, and will, no doubt 
receive from them the consideration it merits. The gentlemen whose names are 
subscribed to it, prosecuted their object at their private expense; and, as I am 
informed at the cost of 30 guineas to each ; but whatever may be the fate of the 
memorial, I think I am entitled to assume, that to the period of 1800, when their 
affairs were examined by Parliament, and passed, the company are fully 
absolved and acquitted of any laches or errors that up to that time mav have 
happened. , 

“ A question may now therefore arise, whether, admitting the subsequent loans 
deserved every injurious appellation with which they are loaded, it would follow 
from thence that they were a breach of the charter, incurring a forfeiture. The 
clause in the charter allows the company to borrow so much, but is silent upon 
the consequences of exceeding that power, to which it annexes no penalty but 
what is provided by the laws of the land, suppose any other provision of the 
charter to have been equally violated. It is provided, that seven days notice of 
holding a meeting should be given in some public newspaper of the city of 
Dublin. Suppose this provision neglected, the consequence would be, that the 
meeting would be illegal, but would certainly incur no forfeiture whatever • on 
the contrary, if any one should possess more than £. 5,000. stock, except by 
bequest, or as executor and administrator, such surplusage stock would be forfeited 
for the benefit of the company, because such penalty is denounced by the 
chaiter; but suppose no such penalty had been denounced by the charter, would 
it 

Co'rvTrLtTw^'r 1 ' 1 ",,” Mud Navigation. by th« Right honourable toe 

rry. rrintea tor the House of Commons of Ireland, 1800. Page 61. 
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B,,r,Aralin,E, q . HbeMrto forfeit such surplusage stock by an „ post facto enactment of 

“ That the money is due, and that the Public are most unworthily treated, 
is too plain, for denial; but it is equally plain that the company were delivered, 
fettered and bound, into the hands of a few wealthy capitalists, by an Act of 
Parliament that was neither sought for or approved of by them; and it does not 
appear, when a few of their individuals fairly came forth, made known their 
situation and that of the company, and humbly petitioned for the aid and 
assistance of Government, that they received that support and encouragement 

Ari r deserveA 11 rather appear hy the .subsequent 

Act, as well as by the letter mentioned above, that the conduct of the directors 
accused was more congenial to their views and intentions; for, notwithstanding 
the tacts mentioned m the memorial were clearly proved to have been full? 
committed, and that the ten directors accused escaped by a mere quibble if 
law (winch tact. However, was not seen by the Public) we find an Act passed in 
the year 1803 (those ten directors, or the majority of them, being still in 
authority) confirming the usurpation complained of, augmenting their power to 
a pitch perhaps unheard of 111 any corporation that until then had ever existed 

“oL'JoTpV!™ mcans of controal by m additio,ial m,mber oi w* 

“ TI ' IS “'raordinary Act, which is detailed in the report of the committee of the 
company, almost immediately followed the petition of the twenty-nine proprietor? 
and the legal attempt by them made for the maintenance of what they conceived 
cWteZmf? ts > and .ft>r ‘he prevention of whatthey considered as a breach of their 
charte. ; and to any impartial observer it must have appeared to have been framed 
for ‘he conduct pursued by these individuals, for the future protec- 
tion of the directors accused, and for the extinguishing of all opposition to their 
measures hereafter ; not only in acquittal, but in direct approbation of the trans- 
ntomorid mP amed ° f ‘ condemnation a “ d censure of the complainants 

Into J„ h ra°" ly re “ ainl "S charge with which I shall trouble the Committee, re- 
lates to the accusation of the company making a dividend upon their capital, 
when their funds were by no means in a condition to allow them to do so f but 
independent of the general answer, that neither would this amount to a forfeiture 
can, 1 think, be satisfactorily proved, that the company had no right 
or authority to interfere in the matter ; that their assent could not have promoted 
or their dissent have prevented the measure. promotea, 

“ The Directors General of Inland Navigation have strangely bewildered 
themselves in a verbal and grammatical criticism upon the meaning of the verbs 
make and declare, and they have twisted the moods and tenses in a most extra 
ordinary manner ; they state to the Lord Lieutenant “ That the court of director 
„ W not an f P°" er 10 a dividend , that they were to calculate and to 

« declarc what d '. v,<le . nd be made upon the clear profits ; but that the com- 

" di^deT'^^d (r de, r he , t ' er ‘i 16 S , am f ° r "’ hat P r °P° rtion ‘hereof should be 

divided ; and they also state, that the late Reverend Mr. Martin, chairman of 
the court of directors, was ot the same opinion ; but the opinion of an individual 
can hate no weight or authority, when opposed to the positive words of a statute 
that speaks in this imperative tone: And be it enacted, “ That the said directors 

“ vf f n Ce “ e n ery l' X !”»T lhs ’ at two S en?n| l meetings of the said companv to 
„ ^ holdeu on the third Monday in the month of January, and on the third 

Monday tn the month of July, in each and every year, i d 

« cedin^half year/' res P ectIve meetings, the dividend (if any) for the then pre?! 

“ There is not in this, one word of the companv deciding or even debating 
who her the whole or a part of the profits should be divided, MthCofmtbf. 
would, could, should, or ought; notone word of an optative signification -^he 
W 1 ^ 'a f ft f ™P eratlve 'y t0 ^e directors alone. If the Act of°Sament had 
wiuMmw h i al l ’ e Com P an y sll0 . uld l ' ave »»y thieg *0 do with the dividend they 
express^ 

and execute, all the powers, authorities and privileges of the said company, and’ 

do 
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do all acts and things in relation thereto, as fully and effectually to all intents and Hnry AraHn, Esq. 

purposes, as the said. company could or might have done previous to the passing ^ ■ ■-/ 

of this Act; except as herein excepted or otherwise provided.” ' And there is 
neither exception, provision, or mention of dividend, but in the clause that was 
quoted above. 

“ There is a chargfe made in the Report of the Committee of the late honour, 
able House, which, although it does not go to a breach of the charter more spe- 
cifically than the general accusation of borrowing more than is thereby allowed;, 
seems to have excited a peculiar degree of reprehension, not only from that Com- 
mittee itself, but, upon the publication of their report, from the communitv at 
large; and' yet, if it had been duly weighed and considered, it would ‘ not have 
been found so much the fault of the company, as the necessary consequence of 
the Act of their incorporation : this Act gave them the power of borrowing to a 
certain amount, but it made no provision for the payment of interest Perhaps, 
of all human speculations, a canal is the least productive of money, until its ob- 
ject and end be attained, but during its infancy it is totally barren* 

“ We will take for example, the year 1792, when it became necessary to borrow 
£■ 30,0.00. for the works, which surely, at all events, was within the limits of the 
charter; this £. 30,000. although only at 4-per-cent, with an annuity, required 
,£.Joo. in the first half year, to discharge its fair and stipulated interest ; but 
where was this <£.700. to be obtained, unless by a loan : if the Committee will 
take the trouble of looking at the permanent revenue, for that year, they will find 
it then, and for some time afterwards, an absolute blank. I11 fadt, until the vear 
1807, the income arising from the canal (which the Directors General of Inland 
Navigation had thought so excessive as to require reduction) never amounted to 
so much as defrayed the necessary repairs of its works, and the no less necessary 
charges of its establishment. The subscriptions of stock were obliged by the 
■ charter,; to be laid out on the works; and the advances of Government were par- 
ticularly granted in small sums for specific purposes, to be accounted for with the 
utmost precision, before another advance was permitted. Where then was the 
fund to be found to pay the fair and legal interest for the money allowed to be 
borrowed ? and here, if passion was silent and reason suffered to* rule, might be 
found the true and necessary cause of the great accumulation of debt ; for it must 
be evident, that every payment of interest induced the necessity of an augmented 
loan for itself, and thus operated up.on the capital debt, with compound velocity. 

“ In the year 1801, the present Attorney General of Ireland gave his opinion, 
that the charter did not mean to limit the power of borrowing to the money 
actually subscribed and laid out on the works ; but to include that which they 
had received from the Government, and had afterwards applied in expenditure 
upon the works, beyond the united amount of which only the corporation was 
restricted from borrowing. The aggregate of these several sums, including 
the grant of the Directors General in that year, would have amounted to 
£■ 365,713. 2. 2. which, at compound interest, would have doubled itself in four- 
teen years ; and, without reckoning the surplusage of expenses above the revenue, 
for establishment and repair of the works, would alone, about the year 1815' 
have brought in the company debtors for <£.731,426. 4. 4. 

The Directors General of Inland Navigation admit, that the company have 
fairly expended upon their works £. 763,617. 11. 3. which is <£.19,703. 14. 4. 
more than they had received in money up to 1810, for the sums that they bor- 
rowed ; for <£. 97,086. 3. 1. had been diverted or deducted from the concern, 
either by the fraud of a few individuals, or by the scarcity and high price of 
money, and by the extraordinary difficulties of the times. These individuals, or 
some of them, were certainly directors of the company; but in this they did not 
act in their corporate capacity within the view or knowledge of the company, 
but secretly and in the dark, under the cover of a broker’s proposal, in their 
private and individual characters, protected by the obscurity of the transaction, 
and screened from discovery by the impenetrable veil of professional secrecy: 
and shall it now be said that their charter is forfeited, because the company had 
not the eye of a lynx ; because they had not the power of the state ; because, 
perhaps, that power was hostile. Is the Company of the Royal Canal the only 
society in the empire that is to be made accountable for the private vices of 
fis member's; or are they to suffer the last extremity of punishment because 
they were cheated ? 

K “ There 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



36 



Henry Arabia, Esq. 



FIRST REPORT FROM COMMITTEE 



[Minutes of 



“ There appears always to have been some misunderstanding and misanDre 
hension between the Government and the Company. Their agree^ntTand 
ma 'V' the ?" e hand ’ have be ™ ‘oo l°»se and undefined; and 
, tbe 1 1 am W '! ‘ ng allow much t0 tlie artlent character of the company’ 

and to the too sanguine hopes of its first adventurers. Every word that dropped’ 

stn^d in^r aS 800,1 C °S Verted ,nl ° a pron,ise ’ andto ° iogcuiously con- 
?™ ed J h a‘f ° W k faV0Ur 'e But “ “ u * t be acknowledged, that much food has 
been afforded for the nourishment of this delusion. The creditors of the com 
pany have even fallen into the same error, and lent their money under the strona 
persuasion that Government were ultimately their security. 8 

“ The literal construction of the Act of Incorporation holds certainly out to the 
company, the promise of ore-third only of the expenditure, as far as he first 
JL 200,000. ; but the who! principle of the Acts for the encouragement of 
inland navigation, from the foundation of. the corporation for that purpose to this 
day have strongly marked their intention of a decided aid' to every undertaking 
of this description; and the proportion of this aid has been constantly varvinl 
and augmenting, as the former allurement was found insufficient ; until, at length 
the oner lias been made on the part of Government, of two-thirds for one. ° ’ 
Commencing in the early dawn of inland navigation with a contribution of 
only one-sixth, they found the necessity of encreasing to this amount ; and unless 
the wisdom of this Committee shall now elevate the hopes of the Public by some 
strong encouragement, the spirit of inland navigation will be for ever extinguished 
in Ireland It has been hitherto nurtured with expense and trouble, audit will 
decay with too great ease and rapidity. 

“ 1 be provision in the Act, allowing the company to borrow to the extent of 
their subscriptions expended upon their works, has proved also a fata] trap to our 
unfortunate creditors; who construed it as a guarantee on the part of Parliament 
tor at ieaft so much of the debt; and, indeed, to a plain understanding it would 
appear an useless waste of words, unless bearing this construction. 

The account of debtor and creditor between Government and Inland Navi- 
gation has also been never fairly stated. If the old adage be true, that a penny 
saved is a penny got they at present are and have a long time been, through its 
means, in the actual receipt nl'.f . 100,000. per annum, by the extinction of the 
corn bounties Now the value of ,£. ; 00,000, per annum, is two millions of 
money ; anil I would ask, if the one half of that sutn has been granted to inland 
navigation m Ireland lrom the beginning of the world to this day ? 

“ But the advantages to the Public from inland navigation, in other respects 
have been enormous and incalculable ; and they have alone reaped the whole of 
the harvest. The Directors General of Inland Navigation confess this fact in 
these nervous and remarkable words-” The Public have received and enjoy to 
the utmost the full benefit of the measure ; and after much time, trouble and 
expense, the corporation and their creditors are ruined." I, for my par! freely 
forgive them the baneful effects of their rigorous bargain for this one candid 
acknowledgment, for this one comprehensive and luminous sentence ; 1 shall not 
attempt to weaken its impression by any comment of mine, but will leave it. 
untouched, and as it is written, to the consideration and feeling of this honourable 
Committee. ° 

Have you any thing to add in addition to this written defence ? — I have not. 
What is the present number of proprietors of stock in the Royal Canal Com- 
pany ? — I do not exactly know. J 

Do you conceive that it will be possible to determine, by examination before this 
Committee, or in any other mode, what was the price at which each proprietor 
of stock purchased that stock ?— I think it would be difficult before this Com- 
mittee; but I imagine it might be ascertained in Ireland. 

Do you conceive it would be possible to determine it, in the case of transferrin^ 
stock lrom one individual to another? — The transfer of stock from one individual 
to another could be easily proved. 

Has there been a considerable transfer of stock, do you conceive, since the 
disclosure of the company’s affairs, in consequence of their application to Parlia- 
ment r — I believe not. 

Have you yourself purchased ? — I have purchased myself since that. 

Before the disclosure of the affairs of the company, what was the general price 
of the stock in the market ? — I know my brother bought in the market, and paid 
£■ 30. for £. 100. stock. 

For 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



Evidence.] ON INLAND NAVIGATION, IRELAND. 39 

For two years precedingthat disclosure taking place, was there any great deprecia- Henry Arabin, Esq. 
tion of the stock ? — l believe not, till very near the latter period of those two years. v ^ — - — > 

What was the price of the stock you bought in yourself? — About £. 12. 

Were you a possessor of stock previous to that purchase ? — I was: to the amount 
of £. 300. 

To what amount of stock did you purchase since the disclosure of the circum- 
stances of the company? — I bought £. 900. for £. 108. 

[The witness was directed to withdraw. 

The Resolution of Friday last was read, as follows : 

Resolved , 

“ THAT it is the Opinion of this Committee, That Samuel Alker, Esq. be 
now called in, to offer any objections he may think proper, on the part of the 
Loanholders, against the intervention of Parliament to declare a forfeiture of 
their Charter.” 

[letter from Samuel Alker, Esq. to the Chairman of the Committee, dated 

Spring Garden Coffee-house, x 3 April 1813; read, as follows :] 

“ Spring Garden Coffee-house, 

“ My Lord, 13 April 1813. 

“ AT the time your Lordship asked me, if I had any objection to offer to 
the Charter of the Royal Canal Company being forfeited, I did not consider 
myself warranted to give a decided answer on such an important measure, 
without consulting those with whom I act on the part of the creditors, lest in 
giving such consent to the forfeiture of the Charter and Property, our legal claim 
and undoubted right to that property, under such Charter, could be affected ; but 
as we suppose that such right would not be impeached, and under the hope that 
your honourable Committee, in pursuing such course, have the interest of the 
suffering Loanholders in view, I, on the part of the creditors, cannot object, 
if, in your wisdom, you see fit to recommend such a measure. Should this 
honourable Committee entertain any doubt as to the innocence of the creditors, 
or consider them at all culpable in not ascertaining the solvency of the Com- 
pany, or even conceive that the Loanholders had not strong public reasons and 
great inducements to lend their money, those with whom I act, as well as 
myself, will be happy to offer such evidence as we trust will be sufficient to 
satisfy the Committee on these points, and also, we trust, bring their case under 
the commiseration of the Committee, so as to induce them to afford relief at a 
period not far distant, to a class of unfortunate persons, w'hose chief support 
depends on their claims on the Company, many of whom have been for upwards 
of two years in a state little short of absolute want, and whose hopes have 
been kept alive by the favourable disposition expressed in Parliament towards 
them. T 

“ 1 remain, 

“My Lord, 

“To “ Your Lordship’s truly obedient, and 

“ The Right Hon. Earl of Desart, “ very humble servant, 

“ Chairman of the Committee “ Sam 1 Alker” 

“ of the Honourable House of Commons. 

The Right Hon bl * Sackville Hamilton, again called in, and Examined. 

DO you conceive, that in case it should become necessary to transfer the ma- Right Hon. 
nagement of the concerns of the Royal Canal Company to any other body, and Sackville Hamilton. 
to carry on the execution of the works necessary for the completion of the canal, L ■ •* 

that the Board of Inland Navigation could undertake the management of those 
concerns, and the superintendence of the construction of those works?— The 
Board of Inland Navigation must submit to whatever may be thought fit to im- 
pose upon them ; but I should earnestly request, that that might not be done : 

I humbly think that it would be much better to put it into the power of those who 
are immediately interested. 

Supposing a delay of eight, ten or twelve months should intervene before the 
formation of a body interested in the work, do not you think, that during that 

period. 
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degree of confusion and uncertainty m the execution, which had better beavoided . 

to hc'Tn'V S' “> be de ' dared "* '-y Parliament, and no new™a?ie' 

to be established for twelve t months, do you It in such a case, the Directors 

Genera would carrry on the navigation ; and would it lie more advantageous ?” 
the Public for the Directors General so do, than for the canal to Remain 
be nnlT ^ ’V' 8 T™ 1 , *** sllol > ld «« it would be infinitely more for 
out SS ge ’ Sh0uM be ’ “ ‘vents, proceeded u^pon with 

And do you think the Directors General could superintend the execution of the 
woiks r Yes; hut I must beg leave to repeat, that ho wever we should as certainlv 
we would, exert our best endeavours to execute the orders of Parliament to the bjt 
of onr power, ,t would be a very heavy additional labour. 

W ould I not the practical labour devolve principally upon the engineers The 
labour of the execution would ; but the general attention to the Sin ir the 
work the regulation of the expenditure and of the receipt (!br sup™ e ?h? to ? 
would Still continue) the correction of those accounts, taking care that ?,e e were 
sufficient vouchers, and the furnishing the accountannually, that would be necS 
saryto the commissioners of accounts, would be by no means matte? of trifling 
trou Die or importance. J 01 inning. 

Is not the establishment of the Directors General, at this moment, framed with 
a new of executing those several duties that you have just now detailed ■ and have 
hey not executed them m other instances ?-I„ the instances of those imviga tiont 
thatare bylaw vested in our Board we have executed thus, -duties, and with IjLat 
aod rftroubte m one other instance, I mean the Limerick Navigation WeE 
had that labour, and we have experienced enough ofthe difficulty of such business 
to be very S9 bcitous that we should not have such works again upon our shoulders ’ 
M as not the difficulty spoken of, with respect, to the Limerick Navigation ■ lie 
result of a dispute between an existing company and the Directors General with 
respect to the completion of the work t-Tli present difficult do arise W 
that but the difficulties in the execution ofthe work were origin al ; 1 consider the 
com, "nation of the Royal Canal to be so important to the interests of Ireland and 
of Great Br itain, that whatever the labour and trouhleof the direction of that work 
may be, I fur one, and I am persuaded I may saythe same for mv tahren a™e 
Board, would I not Semple to useour best endeavours in the direction of that business 
Have the Directors General any public work now in hand ?— We have in hand 
the repairing and putting in order the Upper Shannon Navigation, the I “ 
tendence and maintenance of the works ofthe Newry Navigation, in like maun?? 
tte^IS^a^ 3D "" r mayS,i " bC —ssaryto be done upon 
[The Witness was directed to withdraw . 



Join Finlay, Esq. 



John Finlay , Esquire, was called in, and read a Paper, 
of which the following is a Copy. : ’ 

‘ J° the *‘S ht Honourable the Lord Desart, Chairman of this Committee 
„ ''PP 0l '.' ted enquire into the Inland Navigation of Ireland the 

“ ht °Lmdsifl? Pr fH 1, !? ,0 ? ,S bumbl y ™ b » ilt e d for the consideration of 
„ „ ,V d ^P a " d th,s Committee, on behalf of the 4 per cent. loan 
Holders of the Royal Canal Company. 

“ My Lord, 

“AFTER the painful and patient investigation with which this Committee 
shall soon have embraced all the parts of this complex subject, ,t is hut r”s™ 
able to presume, that your Report must go before the Hons? under high and S 
earned recommendation , and that with them it will he, as indeed it S? to be 
conclusive. That where you may be silent, they will be inactive ; and Sire? von’ 
extmeUcm. eXp “ n » e C ' aimS ’ the F wi " de ™ * wii to ratify ,S 

“ 11 is the ™ f ° re , lbe more necess ary for this class of creditors humbly to im 
press on your indulgent attention, that they have and should hold distinctive 

claims 
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claims on the justice of Parliament, which they pray your Report may not over- John Finlay, 

look or foreclose, and distinctive rights under existing law, which they trust' 

Parliament, in its decision, will hesitate to extinguish. 

“ That these rights may have such a consideration from Parliament, is the 
prayer cl their Petition ; and that they may be recognized in your Report, is the 
earnest object of this representation. 

R is submitted, that the creditors of the company are distinguishable by- 
law and charter; the 4 per cent, loan holders from the 6 per cent, and the 
6 per cent, from each other. That the rights of the 4 percent, loan holders 
cannot be duly appreciated without reference to the distinction between the two 
classes of 6 per cent. The first class of 6 per cent, are those who lent their 
money under the permission of the charter; and the second are those, who lent 
without such permission. The clause in the charter is most explicit; namely, 
that the amount ot the loans shall not exceed the sum expended on the estate. 

It speaks distinctly to the company and its creditors ; it says to the company, 
yon may borrow till your debt equa's the sum expended on the estate; and'it 
savs to the creditor, you may lend within such limit ; and such loan shall be 
a lien. But beyond that ascertainable measure it gives no leave to the borrower, 
no lieu to the lender. 



“ It is no argument against the operation of this clause to sav, that it is not 
accompanied by express in forcing sanctions; it is accompanied by essential 
inherent sanctions For transgression in the borrower risqued the loss of the 
charter, and in the lender risqued the loss of the debt. 

“ It is submitted that this clause should be recognized as important; indeed its 
infraction has been cited as a ground for the forfeiture of the charter, but if the 
clause be brought forward for one legitimate purpose, a reference to it should 
not be refused when it may work another; if it is brought forward to inflict 
punishment, it should not be overlooked when it may distribute rights. If 
brought forward at all, let it work all its natural consequences, and its first and 
most natural operation is, that it divides the 6 percent, creditors into two classes. 
To the first of which the charter gave a lien, but to the second did not give any. 

“ Here then is the chartered distinction between the 6 percent, creditors; 
the first class has a chartered right, the second has not. The second purchased 
beyond the limit prescribed ; the charter gives them no lien. Two precautions 
are especially necessary to those who lend their money on the guarantee of an 
estate; namely, to know the law, and ascertain the amount, of incumbrance. 
These conditions are precedent, and should be complied with before any such 
investment can be secure. The law says, that all men must know the law. If, 
ignorant cr the law, they purchased these loans, that is their misfortune, but not. 
their excuse. If, knowing the law, they were ignorant of the amount of the in- 
cumbrance, that is their imprudence, not their excuse, they could easily have 
ascertained it; such neglect is an oversight to which all men are liable, and for 
which no man is biameable but the sufferer, it is damnum sine injulhe. These 
creditors purchased in their own wrong. They are the victims of fraud. They 
may have their remedy against the fraudulent borrower, but not equal rights with 
the circumspect and legal lender. They may have title to relief from the 
bounty ot Parliament, but the justice of Parliament cannot convert the rights of 
legal creditors into a fund for relieving the misfortunes of those who are not. 

“ 1 bus the 4 per cent, loan holders, and first class of 6 per cent, have an equal 
right, a common lien, in point of law, superior to the second class of 6 per cent. ; 
and, in point of fact, the 4 per cent, creditors beg leave to submit, that they have 
a lien superior to both. Over the first class of 6 per cent, they have priority, 
over the second they have law, and over both they have equity. 

“ They have superior equity, as appears by their petition. This first loan 
was the most advantageous ever made by this company ; the only beneficial 
one they ever made ; the loan on which there was the least interest; the only 
loan on vv ir.cn there was no loss; and the money of which was all paid. A 
loan made when the estate of the company was most flourishing, under the invi- 
tation of a unanimous corporate resolution. Priority of claim an. express part 
of the bargain ; that priority then sanctioned, and still recorded, by the unani- 
mous resolutions of several general meetings. Priority in the payment of its interest 
made imperative on the treasurer, as a matter of course, with directions that he 
should always take care, at all events, to hold money in his hands sufficient for 
the discharge of its interest. 

I 9 8 - L The 
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“ The peculiarity of this first incumbrance, made known by the journals to 
each succeeding loan holder ; a loan for which its holders paid considerably more 
and received considerably less, than any 6 per cent. loan holder ; a loan' which 
though the least profitable was always deemed the most prudent by every 
c.ea cr or broker in the market. And why, it maybe asked, should ‘it be so 
considered? or how could it ever hold the highest price in the market, unless 
under tne prevalent established opinion that it was a superior species of security. 
I-or eighteen years the holders of this loan, as contrasted with the other loan 
holders, have been receiving an interest considerably less on debentures which 
cost considerably more, in the belief that each annual sacrifice of interest was the 
price which they paid for a superior security : And is that legal advantage to b- 
now taKen away at the only time, and on the only occasion, on which it could 
possibly come into action? Therefore it is submitted, that these creditors have 
superior equity over all others ; that over the first class of 6 per cent, creditors 
they have priority and equity, and over the second they have legal rfoht, priority 
and equity. 31 

“ Here then are our distinctive rights: why should they he forfeited ? Was 
there ever a forfeiture without a transgression ? Why should they he impaired - 
\V hat have we done to deserve it ? Have we these rights, or had we these rights 
at any time . Surely we had them before any 6 per cent.. loan : and, if we had 
hem at any time, why should the most honest and most moderate loan holders 
be injured by the subsequent mal-conduct of third persons, which they could 
neither have the sagacity to foresee nor authorifv to control. The destinction 
between the 6 per cent, creditors has been taken, not for the purpose of urging 
the rights of any of them, but because that distinction was necessary to eluci- 
date our own. If it should be maintained, that the first class have only a lien 
on that portion of the estate which had been finished when the loan was made 
it may be answered, that the canal is an estate in its nature individable. It is 
impracticable to apportion the canal into sections exactly corresponding to the 
periods of the loans or the dates of the debentures; and, if it could be done, 
■what benefit would the remote portions be to the last creditors, when each prior 
creditor might place a toll at his more adjacent portion ? The thing is imprac- 
ticable; and, if practicable, would be entirely unprofitable; and therefore no 
me of reasoning can avail, founded on a position so very objectionable. But if 
it were not objectionable, it would not obstruct our claims' under any arrange- 
ment like this: as we stand at the head of the creditors, our place would he" at 
the source of the canal ; and enough was made for the levy of our small debt at 
the time in which the money was borrowed. 

“ 11 '. s sa,d that ‘I 1 ® difficulties of the question, and the conffiction of interests, 
maj make it impossible to give general satisfaction, and do general good, without 
^ ueeessity, that law oflavvs, and commingling the distinctions of the 
E” 1 ,"- a measure should force itself upon you, let the necessity, 
which it as its cause and apology, be also its limit j but if you tear up the land- 
marks ot our rights you cannot say it was the same necessity which compelled 
fmnosJth m,ghts ?- v ’ tout the claims of the 6 per cent, involuted and important, 
imposed the necessity of reducing their claims to our level. You cannot say so 
l™ 1 !' r , are ™ pi , e and homM ®. comparatively insignificant; for the 
™L°™™ r e,V/," 1S ’ t0 the 3mou "' of theirs > not more than in the proportion of 

“ How can this unit, this quantity so insignificant and disproportionate, be cited 
Dj you as an obstacle important enough to thwart von in vour progress to any 
extensive system of relief, lint it may be said, that it would establish a prece^ 
dent and that the argument of priority would extend to others, and its benefit 

advJnr ed >y i hem ’ .J® 11 so ' then , '' , .i ect fl ' om y° ur consideration all our legal 
advantages, and consider us merely on the ground of onr high and unimpeach- 
able and paramount equity. 1 

“ Our demand is, to the debt, not more in proportion than the servants wa<*es 
m he case of many bankrupts, to the debt of the bankrupt ; ami the«-e wages’ is 

^nitVTtKet.and the ° f “‘ e °" the gr ° U ' ld ° f the u " de " iabl ®. 

in < thilL t r^r n o°f U k hUmbIe prayer ’ toat whatever modification you may make 
1 dins l 7 f h j c . ompan y- y°" may recommend onr rights, and the reso- 
lutions which record them, to the new company, in the manner of an heir loom. 
Uur equity is so acknowledged, that it will excite no dissatisfaction. Our claim 
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is so insignificant, that it can be no object of jealousy, or obstruction to any of John Tinlay, E«q. 
the great conflicting interests. But proceed to extinguish us, and what good i ^ , 

will it do, it will root up stubborn established rights without any adequate cause 
or apology; it will do much harm to these humble creditors, and no good to 
the others. 

“ But it would stand as a distinct violation of ail those established principles 
which have hitherto, in all cases, regulated the distribution of an estate among 
the creditors who claim on it. And it is submitted, that the only way in which 
you can avoid inflicting an unnecessary injury on this innocent class, is, that 
they may he permitted to stand to the new company exactly in the same rela- 
tion which they did to the old.” 



Copy of Opinion of Counsellor William Johnston, on the Case of the 
Creditors of The Royal Canal Company. 

HPHE Report of the Committee of the House of Commons, of the 14 th dav 
of June 18 ii, made upon the Petition of The Roy§l Canal Company, being 
laid before Counsellor William Johnston, with some observations on the part 
of the Loan Debenture Creditors of said Company, he was pleased to give said 
Creditors his Opinion and Advice ; of which the following is a Copy : 

Each Creditor of the Royal Canal Company has a distinct right, which I think 
cannot be affected by any act of any number of the other Creditors of the 
Company to which he is not expressly assenting; I therefore do not think that 
any resolution, viva voce appointment, or written delegation entered into or 
made at a general meeting of the Creditors, w ill be binding on any Creditors 
except such as actually entered into such resolution, or made such appointment 
or delegation : I think, however, the power and authority of a Committee 
appointed at a general meeting of the Creditors to manage and conduct their 
affairs at a moment of such importance to their interests and rights, is not likely 
to be questioned, and I think the Committee may act with sufficient effect under 
the appointment which has taken place. Nothing I think can be more plain, 
than that the powers granted by the Charter to the Royal Canal Company have 
been in many instances grossly abused. The conduct of the Directors, through 
whom in fact the Corporation acts, and who are appointed by the Corporation, 
is, I think, to be considered as the conduct of the Corporation, and for which 
they are responsible in whatever way a Corporation can be made responsible 
for their acts. It is perfectly true that a Charter of Incorporation, and the 
sanctions delivered under it, may be forfeited by a breach of the trust upon 
which they were granted, or a perversion of the end of their grant and institution. 
With respect to the particular acts of the Directors referred to in the case, there 
can be no doubt that the mischief which is now' so wide and ruinous in its extent, 
is in a great degree owing to their conduct in these instances, and that the 
particular acts themselves were gross violations of the power and authority given 
to them ; how far, however, they could be considered as laying a foundation if a 
quo Warranto were now brought, against the Corporation for determining their 
Charter, I am net prepared to say : this is the less material, as I do not conceive 
that this is at all the course which the Creditors ought to pursue in seeking 
relief in their present situation. Whatever the Crown or Parliament may think fit 
to direct in this respect, with respect to the sale of the one-third of Tolls to the 
Directors General for ninety-five thousand pounds in 1801, that sale was had under 
an express provision in the Act of the 40th of the King, appointing the Directors 
General of Inland Navigation, whereby the Directors General were authorized to 
buy, and the Companies of Canals then made, or thereafter to be made, to sell any 
portion of their Tolls. I presume the treaty of this sale, and the terms of it, were sub- 
mitted to Companies at large, and approved of by them ; the Act does not require 
any concurrence of the Creditors of the Canal, whose Tolls should be so disposed 
of, presuming, I suppose, that the terms of the sale would be fair, and that the 
money so obtained would be laid out in extending the works of the Canal and 
line of Navigation, which works and line of Navigation would of course be 
added to the security which the Creditors had, and which the Legislature pre- 
sumed would be a sufficient compensation for the Tolls so disposed of. I do 
not therefore think the Creditors can be relieved, at least by any ordinary pro- 
ceedings 
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ceeclings at Law or Equity, against tlic effect of this sale. It is stated that the 
Company, down to 1801, issued debentures as liens on their estates, and that 
bom that period the form of the debentures were altered to an ann lity deben- 
tnre ; why the form was changed does not appear; and it is since in the Report 
of the Directors General stated that no person could give information why such 
change was made. J he Act of the 30'* of the King, chapter 10, sec 31 
enables the Company to borrow any sum not exceeding the amount of subscrip- 
tions expended and striae debentures in such form as they would appoint by 
Bye-laws. In the latter debentures, the annuity is precisely six percent, and 
the only difference in effect 11, the two forms is, that holders of the latter, so Ion- 
as the annuity was paid, would not insist upon his principal, hut that the 
Company had a right ol reducing when they pleased ; whereas the holder of the 
former might, I apprehend, insist upon having his principal paid when he thought 
fit, which, however, wasmever likely, so long as his interest was paid; and that 
it was easily transferable for any thing near its nominal amount. I am of 
opinion, therefore, that in the present state of the Affairs of the Company when 
interest and annuity have altogether ceased, that the form of their debentures 
make no essential difference between the holders. It is altogether a different 
question whether the original Creditors of the Company, whose money was 
borrowed within the terms of the proviso in the Charter and Act of Parliament 
that is when the sum borrowed did not exceed the amount of the Subscriptions 
actually expended on the works, have, or have not, a paramount lien on the 
wurks of the Company, to the holders of debentures made on loan, after the 
debt of the Company tor money previously borrowed was equal to the amount 
such subscriptions actually expended, whatever preference the matter stated 
might give the first description of Creditors to a previous lien on the works 
executed before the making of such loans. It is obvious, that nothing would bo 
more unjust than to extend this previous lien to works subsequently executed 
which must have been, m fact, effected by the actual expenditure of the money 
raised by the subsequent loan. It appears that the sum of jC. 1 72 064. S io 
is the gross amount of subscriptions actually expended, so that in truth any 
sum borrowed, beyond the amount of that sum, was a direct excecdin- of the 
authority given to the Company by the Charter, or by the Act of Parliament. 1 do 
not, however, think that any relief which the Legislature may be disposed to 
give (and it will be seen, from what I shall say hereafter, that I think no other 
authority competent to give relief in this case) that any difference will be made 
between the Creditors ol one class and the other 5 but that whatever Parliament 
may he disposed to do will be calculated for the equal benefit of all. I consider 
any proceeding by the ordinary rules of the Common Law Courts, or Court of 
Lquity, as altogether inadequate and incompetent to the redress of a mischief 
so complicated and extens.ve as that which has arisen from the present state of 
the ^Affairs of tlie Royal Canal Company. The only matter at ail resembling it 
in the history of these countries, is the famous South Sea Scheme in the year 1 720 
It is not for Counsel to determine on the motives of the individuals who, from 
time to time, have had the management of the Affairs of this Company : what- 
ever were their motives, it is clear that their conduct has given rise to' the evils 
which have now so wide and ruinous an effect: and, if we are to exclude corrup- 
tmn from these motives, their folly seems much to exceed the ordinary measure 
which the greatest latitude of indulgence can allow to human weakness. In 
whatever point of view it is to be considered, the Legislature exercbel a very 
^ discretion, in not granting any aid upon tl.is Petition ; and it is observable 
that the Committee, in stating their reasons for recommending it to the House 
to withhold the desired relief, place the conduct of the Company, that is of the 
Directors, in the first and leading ground for withholding this recommendation. 

1 lie refusal, therefore to accede to the Prayer of this Petition, furnishes no 
ground for supposing they will not interfere in someway or other on the Petition 
of I art.es really aggrieved. In the matter of the South 'Sea Scheme, the business 
was taken up on the Petitions of the individuals who had been defrauded of 
their Money, and the House appointed a Committee of Secrecy to enquire into 
all the proceedings of the Directors of the South Sea Company. In the Report 
made by the Committee, there were a number of Resolutions entered into by 
the House, and among them one in particular, that seems to have been the foun- 
dation for making the Directors answerable out of their own estate, which I 

think 
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tli ink it fit to transcribe, as it shows the opinion the Legislature entertained 
of men, acting in a public trust, turning the powers with which they were 
invested into a source of private gain, to the injury of the persons for Whose 
benefit alone they ought to have acted ; the words of’it are as follows : “ Resolved, 
“ That any of the Directors selling their own stock at high prices to the 
“ Company or others, at the same time that they gave orders for buying Stock 
“ on account of the Company, under pretence of keeping up the value of the 
“ stock, was a scandalous practice, tending to enrich themselves to the great 
“ loss and detriment of the Company, and of others of his Majesty’s subjects, 
“ for which they ought to make satisfaction out of their own estates.” There 
was also a Resolution, that a Bill should be brought in for the relief of the 
unhappy sufferers in the South Sea Company. The Directors who were Mem- 
bers of the House were expelled, and a Bill instantly prepared to restrain them 
from leaving the kingdom, and for discovering their estates and effects ; and by 
a subsequent Act, the estates of the Directors named in it, and of other persons 
. in public situations who had partaken in their frauds, were declared forfeited, 
and directed to be sold for the use of the Act, that is, to the use of the Stock- 
holders who had suffered. Whether the Legislature will deem it right to go this 
length it would be great presumption of me to say; but this is certain, that 
these proceedings furnished a precedent, and a very 'wholesome one, of applying 
the private fortunes of men, acting in a public trust, to make good the losses which 
arose from a corrupt abuse of the powers with which they were entrusted. 
Before, however, relief in this firm is sought from the Legislature, the Creditors, 
or those acting on their behalf, should be well satisfied that there has been such 
corrupt abuse by the individuals in question, or some of them; the fact, with 
.respect to which Counsel cannot be supposed to have formed, much less to give, 
any opinion. Independent however, of this, the Creditors of this Company have, 
in my mind, ample ground to seek relief from the Legislature. The extent of the 
distress in this case makes it in fact a public evil, and the Legislature and the 
Government have each in some degree, with the best intention, contributed to the 
calamity. The public interest is also deeply involved in leaving what has been 
hitherto executed of this great public work in its present unfinished state ,; to 
guard it against dilapidation from time or accident, their object cannot be 
forwarded without materially and essentially increasing the security of the 
Creditors. What I recommend therefore is, that a Petition be forthwith prepared 
of the Creditors at large to Parliament, giving a short history of the institution, 
management, and progress of the Royal Canal Company; the different loans, and 
the manner in which they were effected ; the present value of the security passed 
by the Creditors ; the avowed insolvency of the Company ; the conduct of all or 
any of the Directors which, upon investigation, shall appear to come v. ithin the 
principle of the Resolution I have transcribed from the Journals of Parliament as 
to the Directors of the South Sea ; and praying relief. It would be right, I think, 
to put in the Petition, the necessity of forthwith taking the estate and property 
of the Company out of the hands of the present Managers, and vesting it, cm 
behalf of the Creditors and innocent Stock Holders, in Trustees, to be appointed 
for that purpose, for present management and preservation. This Petition should 
be framed, I think, as for as possible with the concurrence (if it can be had) of 
the Government of the country ; and, I think some individuals $ the Committee 
should be specially entrusted to communicate on this subject with confidential 
servants of the Crown in this Kingdom, as to the mode the Legislature may 
choose to interfere, if they shall think proper so to do. It is impossible for Counsel 
to say, indeed, the particular relief desired should be well considered by persons 
more conversant in these affairs than I am, whether the Creditors should require 
Parliament to do away the present Charter; to change the constitution of the 
body and management .of the works, and in what manner ; or whether to bring 
the works, &c. in their present state to public sale on behalf of the Creditors 
(which, however, I apprehend in their present state would afford Very ineffectual 
relief) whether money should he granted for completing the works, and on what 
terms; and whether, in fine, the defaulting Directors (if such there be) shall he 
proceeded against according to the precedent I have mentioned, are matters 
which those acting on behalf of the Creditors will take into their serious 
consideration. 

{Signed) Jf tilt am Johnston. 

198. ’ M 
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Copy; Second Option of Counsellor William Johmton, on the Case of the 
Loan Debenture Creditors of The Royal Canal Company. 
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(Signed) 



#’ m Johnston , 

jst February 1812. 



Copy 
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Copy of the (Wrox of the Attorney General of Ireland, on the Case of tire 
Loan Debenture Creditors of The Royal Canal Company. 

I ,” AV E read the Documents referred to; and perfectly agree, that no mirpose 
could be attained by a proceed, ng against the Charter of Incorporation of the 
Company of the Royal Canal, even supposing that there did exist proper and 
suntcient grounds on which to insist that the Charter was forfeited, and therefore 
1 am quite satisfied that all ideas of such proceeding ought to be dismissed The 
«n!y legal proceedings that I can conceive to be advisable would be by the 
Creditors of the Company, who may now be really considered as the Proprietors 
of the Canal if they had reason to believe that it might be better managed 

rf/rf'er rt ' r M ‘ t ° the properly managed under the 

■direction of the Court , end the income and issues, after the necessary disburse- 
ments, applied to the discharge of the demands of the Creditors, according to 
their rights and priority; but this would be attended with great expense and 
probable inconvenience, and should only be resorted to in case palpable waste 
-ana mismanagement cannot be otherwise prevented. 

With respect to actual specific frauds committed' by the persons, or any of 
them, who have been Duectors from time to time, none such are stated • indeed 
1 hardly have a doubt that no Case, either at Law or in Equity, could be 
made out against any of them, on which any effectual or important relief could 
he had either to the Company or the Creditors; and indeed, unless a Case could 
be made out for the purpose which would warrant the interposition of the 
Legislature as m the instance alluded to by Mr. Johnston, of the South Sea 
Scheme, I should hold it useless to expect any relief in that way It seems 
therefore to me, that the only subject for consideration is, whether the Public is 
■so far interested m theextension and completion of this Canal to the point of its 
■original destination, and such a reasonable prospect exists, that if money were 
advanoed for this purpose, that the Canal would become sufficiently productive 
to repay ultimately such advance, or to be of general utility to the country 
adequate to the expenditure, so as to warrant the Legislature in affording 
expedient neCesBary asslstan ce on such terms and conditions as shall be thought 

, .. „ (Signed) W Saurin, 

18th April 1812. Att , ’ G en‘. 
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